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THE 


remiſſion of Sins, &c. 
Explain'd and Vindicated, e. 


T HE N the Letter, pretended to be 
written to me, about a Motion in Con- 

vocation, was firſt Publiſn d, I bought 
and read it carefully over, deſigning, if 
ſhould find any thing in it that look'd like 2 


on of Sins, N make ſome Sort of Reply to 
, and either tè acknowledge my ſelf miſta- 
en (which I ſhould readily do, if I found 
hat I was ſo) or juſtify and defend the Do- 


et met with any Body, that has read it, wha 


niorm'd that it was full of Miſ repreſencati» 
us, and that the Author had not given a 
pair Account of what was ſaid in the Houſe. 
ind Dr. Cannon has now thought convenient 
o larigfy me and the World, f 

bs \ A 2 heard 


a 


DOCTRINE | 


lid, ſerious Anſwer, to my Sermon on Re- 


fine I had Preach'd. But when I had pe- 
sd it, I thought it ſo trifling and imperti- 
ent, as not to deſerve my Notice, nor have 1 


ems to be of another Opinion. I was ſoon 


at what I had 


Fe —— = 
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; Fig. 8, 


ring the Arguments he made Uſe of, an 


Pag. 9. 


Ser. p. 12. Power which my Father has committed to ne, e 


Intention in the writing of it. However, ſince 


Ile ſays that he obſerv'd, that in the vm Þ 


care to explain what was meant by the Power, f 
with the Apoſtles, to remit or retain Sins: 7 
it was to pardon or forgive Sins, or elſe to bind iim 


from bis Sin, or pardoned by God, till they bad n 


the latter part of the Sentence, whom I ann 
10 aft in my Name, as my Vicars-generil\ 
Subſtitutes, Which laſt Words clearly exp 
my Meaning, and ſhew that I did not intel 
ro have it thought, that the Apoſtles we 


Name. He was ftill their Maſter, and 0 ; 


The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, & 
heard was no more than the Truth. For be 
ſays, it would tire the Reader, if be ſhould ſe rh 
all the Mif-repreſentations of the Letter- rim 
Though it ſeems he 3s perſuaded, he bad m i 


the Doctor himſelf has now been pleas'd tg 
give us a true Account of both the Motionshe 
thought fit to make in the Convocation, core: 
ning the Power of Remitting Sins, I think it be 
hoves me to ſay ſomething on this Occaſin, 
not only to vindicate the Doctrine I Preach, 
but to juſtify the Lower Houſe of Convocation, fa 
not examining and cenſuring it, at the De 
ctor's Requeſt. This I ſhall do, by conſide- 


ſhewing their Weakneſs and Invalidity. 


giuning of my Diſcourſe on the 1ſt. Head, I 1 


more cloſely, ſo as the Sinner ſhould not be relui 


leas'd bim alſo. And that ſoon 56 I thus explain f 
Lord's Words to the Apoſtles, Joh. xx. 21. AS 
Father hath ſent me, ſo ſend I youThe an 


ſame do I now confer upon you. But he leaves out 


hereby made equal in Power with Chf 
but only that he conſtituted them his con 
ſion'd Officers to act under him, and 10 


4 


Explain d and Vindicated. 5 
ut his Servants: And though he gave them 
great Power, yet it was but ſubordinate to 
ß own: They were accountable to him for 
iu their Acts; and if they ſhbuld do any os | 
which was not warranted by their Commiſſi- 
bn, it was of no Force or Validity. There. 
ore how ſhocking ſoever this Paſſage may 
ppear, as the Doctor has put it down, yet 
abe the whole Period together, and I believe 
obody will think it ſo. But if a Man will 
ake the Liberty to cite half Periods, he may 
ake any thing appear ſhocking. . 
As to the former Paſſage, which the Do- 
or again repeats, at p. 15. and ſays, it could 
t but be ver ſhocking to bim, how aftteeable 
er it might be to others: J hope if it be agree- 
le to the Scriptures, and to the Doctrine of 


e Primitive Church, and our own, it may 
ig uncenſur'd, notwithſtanding he is ſhock? 

it, Now that it is agreeable to the Scrip- 

es, I prov'd in my Sermon, pag. 21. where 
Inzw'd, from 2 Cor. xi. 10. that) when S. Paul 

d bound the inceſtuous Perſon by his Cen- 
re, neither the Perſon offending, nor the Corin- 
ans, expected Forgiveneſs for him in Heaven, till 
bad St. Pauls pardon alſo. That this was like- 

e the Doctrine of the Primitive Church is 
eniable. It was a Maxim with the Primit- 
e Fathers, that out of the Church there is no Sal. 
n, for as St. Cyprian ſays, (Epiſt. 52. ad Cor- 
) Luomodo poteſt eſſe cum Chriſto, qui cum 

a Chriſti & in ejus Eccleſia non eſt? And 
e who were bound by the Cenſure of Ex- 
anication, were always look'd upon ro be 
of the Church, and ſuch were not to be 
ir d again to Communion, bur by the Ab- 
onef the Biſhop and Clergy ; ſo ſays the 
Holy Father (Epiſt. 17, ad Fratres in plebe) 


nes 


— 


6 


dye excommunicate. If theſe Citations fr 


again, or he cou 
not but wonder, that what is ſo agreeabl; 
ſhocking to a Dignitary of this Church, w 


| bricks of our Liturgy, than to be ſo m 
ſurpriz d at what may be clearly juſtified f 


nab explain d the Words, ver. 22. He breat 
on them, and faith unto them, Receiu 
the Holy Ghoſt. Vbereby, I ſay, be fun 


great Point in the firſt part of my Sermon. All 


| 6 » on” l 
The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sin 1, & 
nec ad communicationem venire quis paſſit, niſi n 
illi ab Epiſcopo & Clero manus fuerit im ita, 
is alſo plainly. the Opinion of our Chur 
ſince ſhe forbids Chriſtian Burial to Perſons th 


St. Cyprian do nor ſatisfy the Doctor, that 
was the general Opinion of the Primi 
1 0 2 Days, Fart be 7 was bound 
the Biſhop ana Clergy muſt be alſo looſed by th 

4 3 es be ſav'd, 1 have 70 
more ſuch Paſſages at his Service, when! 
pleaſes to demand them. And thereforel a 


the-Scriptures, to the Doctrine of the Prin 
tive Church, and of our own, ſhould be 


one would think, ſhould be better acquain 
with the Scriptures, and Fathers, and the! 


them. 
In the next Place he obſerves, that !! 


them with Ability or Capacity, to execute that] 
and Authority he bad given them. Here, hel 
he took Notice in how few Words I dis patcbi 


this Obſervation amounts to, is, that I. 
not ſo large upon this Topick as the Dogs 
thinks I cught to have been. Howaa 
ſince I was right in what I did ſay, I ho i! 
do not deſerve to be cenſur'd becauſe I 
ſhort. But now it ſeems comes the finilſpam: 
Stroke, that when I come to enlarge on itt 
Heads, and labour to ſhew, That the BiſlobWP" 
their Presbyters have now the ſame Fol » W 
* 10 


| Explain'd and Vindicated. 


oltles had; and the Uſefulneſs of that ſame 
Bower, 1 ſay not one Mord of the Clergy, having now 


r: Whereas the Doctor thinks the ſame 
wer requir d the ſame Capacity, and that it 
it be ſuppoſed they are convey'd together, or that 
iber of thems is convey'd at all, But why muſt 
e ſame Power neceſſarily require the ſame Ca- 
1? Can no Man have the ſame Power 
hich another has, unleſs he have the ſame 


ance) the ſame Power to preach the Word, 
u miniſter the Sacraments ? Yer I conceive 
Doctor will not ſay they have all the ſame 
pacity. If the ſame Power could not be con- 
rd but upon Men of the ſame Capacity, it 
ould perhaps be impoſſible to confer the ſame 
pr on any two Men in the World. And 


id their Presbyters had not the ſame Capacity, 
uch was conferr'd on the Apoſtles, when Chriſt 


j Ghoſt, yet it. would not therefore follow 
ther is it neceſſary that the Capacity ſhould 


pecity may precede the Power, and generally 
aking, ought to do ſo: And the Capacity 
ye much improvedafter the Receipt of the 
er, and yet the Power is {till ghe ſame. Our 


lined, that it will be twenty Years after, 
if we do not improve, as to our Capacity 
that time, we ſhall deſerve to be very much 
amed. However, that we may be larisfied, 
tether Biſhops' and their Presbyters have 
t, or cannot have that Ability or Capaci- 
which Chrif conferr'd on his Apoſtles, 
A4 hen 


6 the ſame Ability or Capacity 70 execute t bat 


refore, tho it were admitted, that Biſhops 


thed on them, and ſaid unto them, Receive ye the 
t they were uncapable of the ſame Power. 


conferr'd, together with the Power. The 


Ver as Presbyters is the ſame the Day we are 


7 


pacity 2 Have not all Presbyters (for In- 


9 
: 


wiz. That the Holy Gboſt ſhould co-opent 


Capacities, and lead them into all Truth, th 


when he ſaid, Receive ye the Holy Gboſt, III 


_ Ghoſt, we underſtand thoſe Gifts and Grad 


Diſcharge of their proper Duties and Fundlim 


| ſuch ſufficient Aſſiſtance as ſhall, if not wi 
fully and obſtinately reſiſted, preſerve tha 


a Man's Station is in the Church, ſo he m 


nary Gifts of the Spirit, are the Gift of 1 


conferr'd on his Apoſtles, when he breath: 


The Dodrine of Remiſſon of Sins, & 


enquire what this Ability and Capacity wy 
which he then conferr'd-upon them. 

Now by the Holy Gho/ in this Place, w 
muſt underſtand the ordinary Or extraording 
Gifts, or Aſſiſtances of that bleſſed Spirit. } 
the ordinary Gifts or Aſſiſtances of the 


which are neceſſary for all Times and all I 
ces; and for all Chriſtians, according to thi 
ſeveral Degrees and Stations in the Churd 
with them, affiſt, guide and direct them inth 


Enlighten their Underſtandings, enlarge ie 


not with an infallible Dire&ion, yet vit 


from any dangerous Error. And according! 


hope for greater and larger Aſſiſtances of t 
Spirit, if he be not wanting to himſelf in in 
right and due Uſe of them. The extra 


guages by Inſpiration, Prepheſy, the Power 10 
Miracles, &c. Which are I think allowed0 
all Hands not to be always neceſſary, but w 
moſt highly expedient in the firſt Ages of up 


Church, both for the Confirmation and PA | 


pagation of the Chriſtian Faith. 
That they were not the extraordinary, butonrds 
the ordinary Gifts of the Holy Gboſt, which ( 


on them upon this occaſion, is I think mi 
feſt, becauſe the extraordinary Gifts were awe? 
conferr'd upon them till the Day of Peri p 
Act. xi. 1. Cc. We cannot doubt, but the) >> 


ceived the Holy Gho#F at the very Time 0 
| | | * 


. Explain d and Vindicated. 
nt breathed on them, and ſaid, Receive ye the 
bot: For he did not ſay, Ye ſhall re- 
ie the Spirit hereafter, but receive him now 
this very Time. And ſhall we think that 
Words were without Effect? That he 
uld ſay, Receive ye the Holy Ghoſt, and at the 
ne time ſhould not give the Holy Gboft? 
tit is evident: that he did not then give 
n the extraordinary Gifts, ſuch as ſhould 
li or fit them to perform ſuch wonderful 
ks in Chriſt's Name, as might, as it were, 
pel thoſe that ſaw them to embrace the 
ſel, and draw Strangers to the Faith; 
is miraculous Power was afterwards con- 
d. But he enlightned their Underſtand- 
s, and enlarged the Faculties of their Minds, 
t they might know the Scriptures, and be 
abled to expound them rightly, and apply 
m properly, as St. Peter afterwards did in 
Caſe of chooſing another Apoſtle in the 
om of Judas, Act. 1.15. &c. before the mi- 
ulous Deſcent of the "Holy Ghoſt, Which 
linary Aſſiſtance or Gift of the Bleſſed Spi- 
muſt continue in the Church, and co-ope- 
e with the Miniſters of it, or elſe Chrift 
5 not fulfil his Promiſe, Fohn xiv. 16. That 
Comforter ſhould abide with us for ever. | 
In the next Place, it is evident, that the 
wer given to the Apoſtles to remit Sins, 
s not founded on the extraordinary Gifts 
[the Holy Ghoſt, which they were after- 
ds to receive, becauſe it does not ap- 
chat they always ated by Virtue of 
e excraordinary Gifts, in the execution of 
Power. The Anonymous Author of the 
ence of the Doctrine of the Church of England, 
p- 61. tells us, That Arch-biſhop Tillotſon 
4. he believed that the Text of remitting 
5, Contain'd more than a meer declaratory 

. Power, 


10 The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, | 
Power, ſo that it 'was 4 Power peculiar h 
Apoſtles, who by the Gift of diſcerning pi 
were peculiarly qualified for the Diſcharge f i 
ſeems this great Man did not think thoſe w 
Whoſe ſoever Sins ye remit, &c. ſtood for nothy 
and Doctor Canon himſelf does not, as I wy 
hend him, ſeem to believe that the Apoſtles ior 
not a Power given them by thoſe Words, Mea 
that it was peculiar to them, by Reaſon lh ac 
ſome extraordinary Gift of the Holy Ghof q 
ferr'd upon them, together with the Pere 
But how does this appear from the Scriptur 
Whereis there the leaſt Intimation in the N 
Teſtament, that the Apoſtles forgave Sins, 
Virtue of their Gift to diſcern Spirits, or of 
other extraordinary Capacity that atten 
them, to make them infallible in their Det 
minations? Is there one Word mention'l 
any ſuch Gift, either in the Text, or int 
Context? Chriſt did indeed ſay, Rectine j! 
Hol) Ghoſt, and thereby I doubt nor opa 
their Underſtandings, and enlighten'd hf 
Minds with greater Knowledge, and lay 
Capacities ; not that he gave them all Ku 
ledge at once, but made them more ful 
tible of it, that by the Afﬀiſtance of the Ht 
Ghoſt, which they then receiv'd, they mig 
make better and greater Improvements int 
Spiritual Wiſdom, than they could beto 
That it was only this Gift of the Spirit un 
was then conferred upon them, ig plain, | 
cauſe in the exerciſe of their Power to Ill 
Sins, there is not any thing tending to [i 
that they diſcerned the Spirits of thoſe wit 
Sins they remitted ; or that they procets 
by any infallible Direction in that Mi 
Were they not ſubje& to Error in the exe! 
of the Keys? Did they admit none = 

| | Ca 


Explain d and Vindicated. 


ch but ſincere Converts ? How came 
then to baptize Ananias, and Sapphira, and 
" Magus, for the Remiſſion of their Sins, 


; Hypocrites and Deceivers? It is plain, 
proceeded no otherwiſe than their Suc- 
ors (if the Doctor will allow that they 
eany Succeſſors) may do in the like Caſe, 
accepted their open Profeſſion of Faith 
Repentance, which they ſuppoſed to be 
ere, till their after-Acts diſcovered the 
mary. So that it is evident, the Apoſtles, 
thoſe whom they Commiſſioned to remit 
; by Baptiſm, had not the Gift of diſcgrn- 
Spirits, in tHe Miniſtration of this Sacra- 
it. And yet it 15 certain from Act, xi. 38. 
t Remi ſſion of Sins was one great End or Pur- 


nt. And no doubt Sins were remitted by 
y qualified for it. Sins are alſo remitted 


r Sacrament muſt have loſt its Primitive 
ture: And to ſay that Sins are not now re- 
ted by Baptiſm, is to renounce an Article 
our Creed, where we profeſs to acknowledge 
Baptiſm for the remiſſion of Sins. If therefore 
prieſt may now remit Sins, by the Miniſtra- 
in of the Sacrament of Baptiſm, as the 
poſtles did, though they have not the Gife 


ion to judge of the Sincerity of the Faith 
d Repentance of the Perſon to be bapriz'd, 
W can the Gift of diſcerning Spirits, or any 
cher infallible Direction of the Spirit be a 
ulificarion neceſſary to the Exerciſe of a 
mmiſion to forgive Sins? 


Il ſup- 


b appear'd afterwards to be no other than 


k, for which they miniſtred that Sacra- 
when it was miniſtred to thoſe who were 


by Baptiſm, as they were then, or elſe 


— 


 6i/cerning Spirits, or any other infallible Di- 


& 
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12 The Doctrine of Remi ſſon of Sing 
I TI ſuppoſe I may alſo ſay, that Sins an 
mitted by the other Sacrament, where the 
ly devout Communicant (under the y 
of Bread and Wine) receives the Body fc 
which was broken, and his Blood which; 
ſhed for the Remiſſion of Sins: Where, x 
Church teaches, we ſpiritually eat the H 
Chiiſt, and drink bis Blco4 ; we dwell in Chit ed 
Cbriſt in us; weare one with Chriſt and Chi y 
1. And can we partake of all theſe great! 
nefits, and yet our Sins remain unpardone 
1 have in my Sermon chiefly infiſted on 
Prieſt's Power to Remit Sins by the Minit 
tion of theſe Sacraments, Which neith 
Dr. Cannon, nor my Anonymous Friend h 
offer'd to deny; but only inſiſt in gener 
That the Prieſt has no Power to Remit 5 
becauſe he has not the Capacity of the Apoſl 
ſays one, becauſe he has not the Gift of4 
cerning Spirits, ſays the other. But will eic 
of them ſay, that Sins are not remitted by d 
Sacraments, when rightly and duly admit 
ſtred by a Prieſt, and receiv'd by a Perſon d 
ly qualified for them? Or that the Prieſt hi 
no Power, no Authority to miniſter the 
craments for the Remiſſion of Sins? And 
there a greater Capacity requir'd, a great 
Gift of diſcerning Spirits neceſſary for the decl 
ring and pronouncing to the Penitent, the Al 
ſolution and Remiſſion of his Sins, than i 
remit his Sins by the Miniſtration of one 
the Sacraments? It is certain, that the Ape 
ſtles and their Contemporaries, though the 
had extraordinary miraculous Gifts and Qual 
fications to be exerted at ſome Times, and oi 
ſome Occaſions, yet had not, or ar leaſt a 
not, ordinarily exerciſe thoſe Gifts in the M 
niſtration of the Sacraments for Remiſſion Wh 


Sins. I have ſhew'd it already, with R<# 
OE tion 


( 
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o the Miniſtration of Baptiſm, and it ap- 

to have been the ſame with Regard to the 

s Supper: For the Prieſts at Corinth gave 

Sacrament to many unworthy Perſons 

eat and drank Damnation to themſelves, and 

| puniſhed rhoſe unworthy Receivers with 

meß and Death, 1 Cor. xi. 29, 30. But St. Paul 

ned not the Prieſts of that Church, nor 

them they had no Authority to miniſter 

dacrament, which was appointed for the 

niſion of Sins, as well as all other Benefits 

it's Death, becauſe pay cir had not nl 

d not exerciſe the Gift of diſcerning Spi- —_— 

| or any other miraculous Power in that s 

17177 

Ind is there a greater Capacity, requir'd, g 

ater Gift of diſcerning Spirits, neceſſary ö 

he declaring and pronouncing to a Perſon, be- 

Penitent, the Abſolution and Remiſſion of his 

„than there is for the Remiſſion of his Sins 

he Miniſtration of either ofthe Sacraments. 

be Perſon be duly qualified by Faith and 

entance, a Sacrament duly adminiſtred 

ſign and ſeal his Pardon: But if he wants 

e Qualifications, the Sacrament will be ſo 

rom giving him Remiſſion, that it will 

exceedingly to the Weight of his Sins. 

LI conceive it is the ſame in what we call : 

dlution. For altbho Abſolution hath the Pro- 2 _ 

if forgiveneſs of Sins, as our Church teaches "ogg Ml 

jet, I conceive, if Faith and Repentance Sacr. 

the Perſon who receives it, do not ac 

Ipany that Act, it will not only procure 

no remiſſion in Heaven, but ſhall alſo 

ale the Burthen of his Sins. If then the 

of miniſtring the Sacraments, and pro- 

icing Abſolution to the Penitent, be the 

& With regard to remiſſion of Sins, and 
Wen the 


144 


why ſhould we imagine that larger Cu 
ties, and more extraordinary Endowng 
quizel, to give a Prieſt Authority to prong 


nifſtration, has 3, 1-9; Amr for the lek, 
r 


Capacities, or their Gift of diſcerning $i 
or any other extraordinary Qualification 


Gift of diſcerning Spirits, and that he 
Matter, and pronouncing Judgment a 


of Lay- Baptiſm Invalid, in his Treatiſe off 


CI - . [ 
and clearer Account of it than in his N. 


of Fornication, 1 Cor. v. I. and pam 


The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, | 
the Sacraments be in other Reſpects ofanl 
noble and ſanctifying Nature, as they ng 
ly convey the Pardon of Sin, but alſo Sti 
and Grace, and an Aſſurance of Eternal 


and a Gift of diſcerning Spirits ſhould h 


Abſolution, than to Miniſter the Sacranf 
Sure he that has Capacity for the greater] 


It appears alſo from the Scriptures, th 
the Apoſtles and their Contemporaries di 
adminiſter the Sacraments, by Virtue off 


they had, but meerly by Authority oft 
Commiſſion, ſo alſo they pronounced 

lution to the Penitent, without the uſe d 
miraculous Gifts. Thus in the Inſta 
made uſe of in my Sermon, for an Exam 
the Apoſtles remitting Sins, by a Formd 
ſolution : If we confider St. Paul's whole 
ceeding on this Occaſion, it will appear 
he did not act in this Matter, by Virtue 


ceeded no otherwiſe than any of his Wl 
ſors may do at this Day, by examining 


ing to the Evidence he receiv'd. The | 
Proceſs is excellently deſcrib'd by the Al 


dotal Powers, pag. 22. and I cannot give 
ce St. Paul being at Philippi, a City of 


*© Jonia, heard a common Report, ti 
* Chriſtians of Corinth were guilty of tl 


Explain d and Vindicated. 

that one of them inceſtuouſly took his 
bers Wife ; — Upon which he wrote 
chem, and commanded them to excom- 
nicate this inceſtuous Perſon, wv. 3, 4, 5 
z. which they accordingly did. 
his ſecond Epiſtle, he tells them the 
aſon of his Writing, and commanding 
n ſo to cenſure that notorious Sinner, 
, IL mig know the Proof of them, whether 
WM were obedient in all things, 2 Cor. xi. 9. 
e did not by Virtue of the miraculous 
it of diſcerning Spirits, know their Obe- 
nce at that Diſtance; He wanted a 
oof thereof, which they e Ogy gave 


the Offender, which he had command- 
: and which Titas, upon his Return from 
rinth, acquainted St. Paul with, as is plain 
m 2 Cor. vii 6. 12. &c.— The Apoſtle 
ing thus inform' d of the Obedience of the 


ntance of the inceſtuous Perſon, writes to 
m to forgive him, 2 Cor. xi. 6, 7,8. And 


blolution himſelf, though at that Diſtance 
Im them, upon the Credit which he gave 
Titw's Relation of that Affair; for, ſays 
, To whom ye forgive any thing, I forgive alſo 
the perſon of Chriſt, 2 Cor. xi. 10. or by the 
bority which I have receiv'd from Feſws 
it. Andone Reaſon why he would 


16 


m, by the Infliction of that Puniſhment 


inthians, and alſo of the Sorrow and Re- 


encourage them thereto, pronounces his 


re the inceſtuous Perſon abſolv'd, was, 


in ver. 7.] Jeſt perhaps ſuch a one ſhould 


' Wi /-llowed up with overmuch ſorrow; This 
ing it upon a [perhaps] does no ways 
hi port with any infallible Knowledge that 
1 i Apoſtle could have of the Penitent's Sor- 


For if he had by a miraculous Gift of 


4 Dil- 
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7 . by the Report of others, whom he eſt 


+ - + ws 


Op * Diſcerning, known, the true Nam 
certain Effects thereof, he would never 
ff us'd fo doubtful an Argument ; but rather 
« afficm'd poſitively, without any peth 

© that the inceſtuous Perſon would Cert 
« be ſwallowed up with overmuch Soy 
= And fince he was not thus poſitive, it b 

* that he had only a moral Aſfurance of 
Man's Sorrow and Repentance, give 


« Heben of Credit ; and therefore the | 

*© lution he pronounc'd, was not foundedy 

any infallible Knowledge that he hai 

© that notorious Sinner's Repentance, 9 
** municated to him by Vertue of mY 
* lous Gift of Dilcernia ag Spirits N 
l Gentleman proſecutes the W. 
further, but I ſhall tranſcribe no mo 

it, but refer the Reader to the Book itil 
What is tranſcribed, being ſufficient fo 
Purpoſe, which was to ſhew that the ord 
Gifts of the Spirit, qualified the Apolil 

the exerciſe of this Power, and that thc 
ceſſors are alſo qualified in the ſame man 
and have the ſame Capacity or Ability, th 
perhaps not in the ſame Degree, which d 
conferred on the Apoſtles, when he gave! 
a Commiſſion to remit Sins. For | hope 
ſhops and their Presbyters are capable d 
quiring into the Repentance of a Sinne 
moral Evidence, and pronouncing P 
'on ſuppoſition of his Sincerity, and v1 
himſelf did no more. And if they ſhoul 
miſtaken in their Judgment, it is but! 
the Apoſtle himſelt might have been, ſn 
is ſo plain that he proceeded not by an ! 
lible Direction; for if he had, he wor 
have put a perhaps i into the Reaſon or 


Eꝛxplain d and Vindicated. 


fre the Anonymous Gentleman to produce 
e Evidence from Scripture, as well as the 
re Aﬀertion of a great Man, to prove that 


I to remit Sins, was founded on the Gift they 
| of diſcerning Spirits, ſince it is ſo evident, 
t one of them executed this Commiſſion in 


ded or directed by that Gift, but proceeded 
the Commiſſion (though he has not that 


tor, or that Gentleman had read the Trea- 
F Sacerdotal Powers beforemention'd; par- 
larly from p. 15. to p. 27. they would have 
nd theſe Objections ſo well anſwer'd there, 
t they would have ſeen no occaſion to have 
Weated them. | 
In the next Place the Doctor ſays, he read 
p. 16. the following Words. That his 
Church might not ſuffer in his Abſence, 
for want of Paſtors and Governours to take 
care of it, he committed all his Power and 


Apoſtles. This the Text expreſly ſhews, As 


Authority that my Father ſent me into the 
World to conſtitute and govern my Church, 
| ſend you and your vucceſſors, &c. I 


cannot allow of. But did not Chri t com- 
or delegate his Power to the Apoſties? Will 
008 Doctor himſelf ſay that they were not his 
args or Deputies, to act in his Name? Were 


WS, and declare his Will? To execute his 
B Autho- 


ing ſo ſpeedy an Abſolution. And I would 
; Commiſſion, which he ons the Apoſtles 
aſe, wherein it appears that he was not 


ſuch Humane Means, as any Man, who 


) might make uſe of. And if either the 


Authority, as Head of the Church, to his 


my Father ſent me, ſays Chriſt, ſo ſend I you. 
As if he had ſaid, with the ſame Power and 


poſe he read this as a ſhocking Paſſage, which 


not Commiſſion'd by him to publiſh his 
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Authority, by receiving into the Church, y 
caſting out of ir? To tranſact and treat yi 
People in the Name of God, and to recong 
Men to God, by the Miniſtration of the; 

and Sacraments? Were they not to fit on Tm 
Luk.xxii, judging the twelve Tribes of Iſrael, that is, b 
30. whole Church of God? May not this bet 
led committing all his Power and Author 

as Head of the Church to the Apoſtles? Wi 
Authority did he exerciſe, which, they did n 
exerciſe under him, by Virtue of his C 
miſſion? But with this Diſtinction, he exe 

ted this Authority as the Head of the Chur 

in his own Name, they in his Name 251 

| Stewards or Commiſſioners, and as ſuch we! 
accountable to him for what they ſhoull{ 

and if they exceeded their Commiſſion, th 

Acts were invalid, and themſelves liable to 
uniſhed for ſuch Preſumption. Thus | 
Father fent him, ſo did he ſend them mi 

the ſame Power in Kind, that is, with a Poy 

to conſtitute and govern the Church, thoup 

not the ſame in Degree, that is, not Supm 
and Soveraign as his was, but given them! 


Commiſſion, committed to them as unto $a " 

ards, or chief Miniſters of him the ſupraiiſþ. 

Head. -_--. 5 5 F 

Upon my ſecond Head the Doctor ſo n 
LE read the Words following. If Biſhops and tit 


© Presbyters, the Succeſſors of the Apoll 
* have a Right to pardon Sins, by the I 
e ſtratien of the Word and Sacraments ; they u 
© have a Right to pardon them by Alſo 
sand to retain them alſo by Excommunical 
* and other Spiritual Cenſures, as the A 
* ſtles had; and their Cenſures are allo f 
* fied in Heaven, as thoſe of the Apo 


were, ſo that no Power on Earth cn 
on Earth on 


4 


1 Explain d and Vindicated. 


leaſe them, but only he that bound them.” 
hen the Doctor ſhall be pleaſed to ſay, who 
Authority to releaſe a pure Spiritual Cen- 
e, except he that inflicted it in any other 
nner than I have ſhew'd in my Sermon, 
23. as ] have explain'd it in my Adver- 
ment before my Sermon of the Honour of 
prieſtbood, I will endeavour to give him a 
actory Anſwer. . 
Then he lays, he alfo obſerved, That having 
„be Detail of the Story of Ambroſe and Theo- 
us the Great, the one an Archbiſhop, and the 
an Emperor, I conclude, © That this A& 
was agreeable to the preſent Doctrine of 
our Church, and conſequently, that our 
Biſhops have the Authority which St. Am- 
miſe exerciſed, and by the Law of God may 
execute fit, when there is juſt Occaſion, 
Ten upon the greateſt; there being no 
Perſon on Earth ſo great as to be exempted 


it the Teſtimony of our Book of Homilies, 


le to the Doctrine of our Church? Was 
fair dealing in the Doctor, to take part of 
Penod, and omit my Teſtimony from the 
labliſh'd Doctrine of our Church? I ſhew'd 
my Sermon, pag. 25. that this Act of St. Am- 
Je was mention d and approved by our Church, 
lle ſecond Part of the Homily of the right Uſe of 
Keys, and in this very Place, in the ſame 


ay, thoſe Homilies being confirmed by our Arti- 
ere a Teſtimony that this Att was agreeable to 
preſent Doctrine of our Church, I think it hap- 
ior me, that 1 do not live within the * 


was to judge me for my Doctrine, it 


tom this Power.“ But why did he here 


ich I brought to ſhew that this was agree- 


od, from which he has taken his Citation, 


lüction of the Doctor's Archdeaconry, ſince 


5 


B 2 would 
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would be impoſſible for me to eſcape: An 

ſhould be condemned for Words containet 

part of a Period, when if the whole Period! 

to be read, it would appear that ] was int 

Right, and had faid no more than the ted 

red Doctrine of the Church. 7 

However, if he did not do me Fuftice ht 

he did me Juſtice afterwards, and read whi 

quoted from the Oꝛdination Service, and th 

ſitation of the Sick, that my Doctrine was 50 

piſn Doctrine: Yet he is reſolved, that Aut 

rity ſhall do me no good, and rather than 

quit me, will inſinuate, as if the Church il 

was Popiſh in this particular, in retaining 

indicative Form of Abſolution, which, he canpiv 

from the Authority of 1 of the ableſt Pl 

Writers, on the Sacrament of Penance, began 

in uſe no earlier than the 13th Century. | n 

notwithſtanding what theſe two able ll 

Writers have ſaid, to prove the indicative lg; 

f Abſolution, to be but of a late Date, and! 

Dr. by divers Citations from them and o 

and from ſome late pure Popiſh Councils, oi 

proved, as he thinks to be perfectly mo 

5 | yet it ſeems J have taken occaſion, p. 20. 10 i, 

| in this notable Aſſertion, *© When Men fell i. 

din after Baptiſm, they [the Apoſtles) 

aut boritatively pronounced the Remiſſa 

| ** Sins, to ſuch as they found Penitent, | 

| | ** 1 forgive, or abſolve thee from thy Sins "If 

| © Perſon of Chriſt ; or to that effect. Tis wi 

| to gueſs, ſays he, with what particular vin. 

made this Afſertion, nor what Texts of Script, 

mut produce to ſupport it, tho be refers to noni, 

bad rather, I fancy, not be called on to ſhew a 

Now would not any one that reads thi 

ſage in the Doctor, believe that I had cited 

Text of Scripture for this Aſſertion, 186 
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Explain d and Vindicated. 
W-oſtively affirms, that Thave produc'd none ? 
true indeed, I do not cite any Text in the 
be he refers to, nor do I think there was 
{ Occaſion for me to do ſo, becauſe I had 
daucd a Text in the foregoing Page, | viz, 
9] and what follows, p. 20. being only 
omment upon that Citation, though I re- 
ed the Words again, there could be no 
caſion to repeat Chapter and Verſe a ſecond 
e, ſince I had done it but juſt before. But 
zuſe the Doctor was pleas'd to overlook the 
xt produc'd in my Sermon, notwithſtan- 
is he took ſo much Pains about it, and 
le ſuch nice Remarks upon it, I will here 
itethe whole Verſe, 2 Cor. ii. 10. To whom ye 
rive any thing, J koꝛgive alſo: For /I forgave 
thing, to hom I forgave it, for your ſakes for- 
elit in the Perſon of Chriſt. Does not the 
boſtle here expreſly ſay, that he forgave or 
vd in the Perſon of Chriſt? He does not ſay 
it he pray d for Forgiveneſs for the offending 
lon, but that he actuall) had forgiven him: 
in his own Name, or by his own Authori- 
but in the Perſon of Chriſt, or as he was the 
tative of Chriſt. And ſure, when he 
Wed as the Repreſentative of Chriſt, when he 
e in his Perſon, he acted authoritatively : 
Idthe very Word forgave being Indicative, 
ws that he did it Indicatively allo, and the 
poltle expreſly ſays he forgave. It therefore 
Paul himſelf ſays, that he forgave or abſol- 
i the Perſon of Chriſt, did not J aflert what 
Mo greeable to St. Pauls Words, and plainly 
dueible from them, when I ſaid that the A. 
ler authoritatively pronounc'd the Remiſſion 
din to ſuch as they found penitent , ſaying, I for- 
„e, or abſolve thee from thy Sins in the Per- 
of Chriſt, or to that Effect? For does it 
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ceſtuous Corinthian was to that Effect? Wh 


tbe Perſon of Cbriſt, but the Dr. from his Po 
Writers aſſures us, there was no ſuch Meth 


both the Authority of St. Paul, and of 9 


_ eaſily overthrown by one poſitive Proof ont 


the Doctor allows of) or Indicative ; and pe 


cCauſe I have it not; but I conceive the] 
thor I cite it from, may be depended on, 


Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sing, i 


not appear from St. Pauls Words, that the 
ſolution which he ſent in this Epiſtle to the 


are we to bglieve in this Caſe, the Apoſtle 
Dr. Cannon? The Apoſtle, ſays, be fingen 


of Forgiving, till the x3th Century. Inde 
I muſt acknowledge, that I never conſfily 
thoſe Popiſh Writers on this Occafion, to hui 
when the Indicative Form of Abſolution was inin 
duc'd, nor did I think there was any Reaſy 
which might make it neceſſary, ſince I 


own Church for it, However, it ſeems, th 
would not ſatisfy the Doctor; becauſe ſa 
Popiſh Authors he had met with, told him 
Indicative Form began not till the 13th Ceat 
ry: And as the Doctor has cited them, 

give ſome plauſible Reaſons for this Aſen 
on, which being only negative Proofs, 4 


other Side, I cannot ſay that I have met ui 
any Form of Abſolution, either Precatory (wii 


haps it may be difficult to find one in the tn 
Primitive Church, though we there find i 
quent Mention of giving Abſolution: Hd 
ever, I can produce a Form of Indicative A 
lation, given Four Hundred Years earlier til 
the Time aflign'd by the Doctor and his! 
piſh Friends, that is in the Ninth Century: 
cannot indeed do this from the Original, & 


much as Morinus or Martene. It is in the Ew 
Tranſlation of Du Pin, Cent. 9. pag. 52. Wh 
he tells us, that Hincmarus, Archbiſhop 6 


] 
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n, © Hath a Letter written to Hildebold, 
iſnop of Soiſſont, who, being Sick, had ſent 
im a general Confeſſion of his Sins in Wri- 
g, praying him to give him his Letters of 
bſolution. He writes to him again, That 
the Apoſt olick Authority be Abſolv'd bim from 


„ from all Evil, to keep him in perpetual Peace 
ul Safety, and guide him to Eternal Life. Theſe 
the Terms in which he gave him Abſolu- 
n: To which he alſo added, That being 
ot able to come to him, and pronounce it 


rinus and Martene have certainly led the Do- 
Ir into a Miſtake in this Matter; fince it is 
evident, that this double Form is fo much 
ler than they pretend. Therefore, ſince I 


e deriptures, and am ſo well afſur'd, from 
b Inſtance in Hincmarus, that Morinus and 


ls Indicative Form, to have been introduc d in 


ading, I have not met with a more Anct- 
It Form of Abſolution ; yet I ſhall (till I am 
normed from better Authority) believe, that 
e Indicative Form is truly Primitive. But it 


tene have to ſerve, by maintaining ſuch a 
dition? J anſwer, That I cannot poſitive- 
ay, becauſe I have not their Books, and 
erefore know not on what Account they 


ty of their preſent Form of Abſolution. 
u appears to me, that their Intent was to 


B 4 ſhew, 


bi Sins, and prayed God to forgive them to 
in, by the Grace of his Holy Spirit, to deliver 


u ſuch Ground for the Indicative Form in 
tene are ſo entirely miſtaken, in athrming 
e thirteenth Century, though, in my little 


By be ask'd, What End could Morinus and 


tended to make this Enquiry into the Anti- 


2 3 


limſelf, he hop'd his Miniſters and Prieſts 
ould do it. Here the Indicative and Precatory 
ms are both joyn'd, as with us: So that both 


24 The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, | 
ſhew, That the Church has Authorig| 
change the Eſſentials of the Sacrament; 

particularly, in their refuſing the Cup 1 

L.aity in the Lord's Supper. Now Prnaney 
Abſolution are à Sacrament in the Opinion 
the Romaniſts : Therefore, if they could i 
duce People to believe that the Church col 
make, and had upon good Grounds made, 
New Form of Abſolution, eſſential to the Sac 
ment (as they call it) of Penance, they mig 
then more eaſily prevail with them to think 

might have the ſame Authority with Regu 
to any other Sacrament, particularly the Lon 
Supper; that as it had added an eſſential f 
to one; ſo it might take away an eſſential li 
from the other. For Morinus himſelf, d 
Doctor has cited him, plainly ſhews, that! 
eſteems the Indicative Form to be now eſſentid| 
Ahbſolution. Quo factum, ſays he, omnes ordina 
precibus formulam adderent Indicati uam, ne ſal 
Sacramentum dubium conferrent, quod ante Am 
Chriſti 1300 non obtinuit. Inveteraſcente autem 

ta conſuetudine, Doctores celebres & multi defini 
Abſolutionem deprecativo more datam non valn 
Mea quidem ſentent ia recte. From theſe Worl 
it is plain, that Morinus himſelf judg'd no oc 
Form but the Indicative to be of any Effet 
Validity in this Sacrament, as he calls it, nt 
withſtanding he takes ſuch Pains to ſhew, til 
it was not introduc'd till the 13th Cent 
So that the main Deſign of his taking ti 

| Pains, ſeems to be to magnify the Autho 
of the Pope and his Church, and to perſul 
the World, they have Authority to changed 
very Eſſentials of the Sacraments. For Ms 
nus (as Dr. Cave repreſents him, in his 
courſe of Ancient Church-Government, p. 114.) 
 @ young and daring Champion in the Popiſh Caul 


Ind ſo might Martene and Goar be for ought I 
ow. But if I could give no Reaſon why 
apiſts ſhould maintain, that what they pra- 
tice themſelves was ſo lately introduc'd, yet 
ce their Aſſertions are ſo apparently falſe, 
hat they ſay in this Caſe is of no Weight. 
The laſt Paſſage in my Sermon, which the 
doctor ſays he read, was this, from p. 39. 
And if, upon Examination of your Conſci- 
F encgs, you find your ſelves guilty of parti- 
cular Sins, which may need a particular 
Repentance, you ought then to go to the 
Prieft in private, and make a particular 
Confeſſion, and deſire a particular Abſoluti- 
on.” He alſo read with it my Reference to 
r Exhortation to the Holy Communion, and ob- 
d to the Howſe, that I had publiſh'd an Adver- 
lement before another of my Sermons, Of the Ho- 
our of the Chriſtian Prieſthood : To ſet it in 


underſtand ſome Perſons think I would in- 
troduce Auricular Confeſſion, which I am ſure 
was ever very far from my Thoughts : For 
| meant no more by particular Sins, which 
might need a particular Repentance, than 


ſcience to that Degree, that he cannot quiet 
it without farther Comfort or Counſel, as 
it is expreſs d in the Exbortation to the Holy 
Communion, to Which I there refer the Rea- 
der. And I ſhould have printed that Paſſage 
in the very Words of that Exhortation, had I 
not been oblig d to Print it as I Preach'd it.” 
1 bere, Dr. Cannon ſays, be could not but ob- 
ea Want of Ingenuity, in drawing in the Reader 
conclude, that at leaſi in the Advertiſement, I had 
rett my ſelf according to the Senſe of the Church in 


aun Exhortation, wherein the People are not mov'd 
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— $I. 


Explain'd and Vindicated. 


e true Light. © By which Words, I fay, 1 


ſuch Sins as ought to burden a Man's Con- 


25 
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= to apply to the Prieſt, on account of the Heinouſ(, 

| rhei Sim (for even Blaſphemy Lp Adultery p is 

1 to God, and repented of, are there ſupyſ 

to be pardoned by God) but ſolely, in Caſe am o 

cannot quiet his Conſcience ; whereas the Jy 

For, ſays he, ſuppoſes ſome Sins ought ſo to bu 

den a Man's Conſcience, &c. And fo indeel[ 

do: But not for the Reaſon Dr. Cannon {ip 

poſes, becauſe ſome Sins are greater thans 

thers, for perhaps a Man may have leſs Oc 

ſion to ſeek further Comfort or Counſel, ate 

the Commiſſion of a great Sin, than of a |: 

He may heartily deteſt and abhor a great di 

as ſoon as he has committed it, and mayn 

lolve, by the Grace of God, to do no moteſ 

wickedly, and moſt earneſtly and devout 

beg Pardon for it. But he may hug and c 

riſh a leſs Sin, and think it no more than 

venial Fault, which he may perſuade him 

God will wink at and take no Notice of. Nd 

the leaſt Sin ought to burthen a Man's Conla 

ence as well as the greateſt: And though 

may have ſome Scruples about ſuch a Sin, /! 

Men in theſe Caſes are too apt to ſtiflle u 

ſuppreſs thoſe Checks of Conſcience, and! 

go on preſumptuouſly in the Commiſſion t 

ſuch Sins, till atlaſt they perſuade themſeſ 

that they are no Sins. And here I conceſ 

Men may have Occaſion for further Counl 

howſoever they may be apt to think they net 

none. And therefore I fly ſome Sins oug#t 

8B burthen their Conſciences, though pech 

= they do not: And I put in the Word an 

L that Men might conſider, whether they Mii. 

| really quieted their Conſciences, or only fl 

| and ſuppreſs d the Checks of Conſcience; i 
ſo, upon a Re-2xamination, they might 

cover, if they did not need farther Coy * 

| 1 pet 
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unſel, together with the Benefit of Abſolu- 
vn, for the real quieting their Conſciences, 
tich they had hitherto but ſtifled. And 1 
ave the World to judge, if this be notagr 

le to the Exhortation before the Commu- 


mon, which Dr. Cannon has thought fit to 
quaint the World, that he thinks to be very 
jocking: Some others he had mark'd in his 
wn private Book, but for Reaſons beſt known 


ty further Notice of them. And whether the 
bſſages he has produc'd are ſo ſhocking as he 
ould repreſent them, I muſt leave others to 
dee: For my own part, till I ſee better Rea- 
us than the Doctor has yet produced to the 


greeable to the Scriptures, and the Liturgy 
d Homilies of our Church. As to his Quo- 
ions from Morinus and Martene, I have al- 


bit was to ſatisfy, the World that he had ſeen 
ſe Councils. Therefore I conceive I have 
thing more to do, to give a full Anſwer 
the Doctor, than to ſhew that our firſt 
'ormers did not leave the authoritative Form 
Abſolution in the Liturgy, for the Rea- 


is the only Reaſon, why our firſt Reformers left 
authoritative Form of Abſolution in the Li- 
Wt, as, the Hope of bringing many ſuperſtitious 
ens to conform, 206 


jon. en 
Theſe, I think, are all the Paſſages in my 


nerary, I think they contain true Doctrine, 


n aſlign'd by him: But that they were 
Opinion that Sins were remitted by Abſo- 


would bave adhered to the 


27 


d himſelf, did not ſee Occaſion to take 


dy conſider'd and anſwer'd them. What he 
ant by ſo many Citations from the Coun- 
s of Lataran, Trent, &c. I know not, un- 


mM. 5 ; ' 
be Door tells us, p. 14. That be appre- 
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And he adds, that That this was the mo#? he nl 


ſay to defend thoſe, who have given theit I 
| ſent and Conſent to it, ſo long after this Re 
ſon for the leaving it in the Liturgy, has c 
| ſed? What ſhall we ſay to excuſe Dr. Ca 


form of Abſolution, when he ſubſcrib'd ro che Bu 


another Notion of Abſolution than the Docu. 
will allow. They conceived that Sins wel 


the Doctrine of the Goſpel. But what ſul 


The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, & 
diſcarded Popiſh Prieſts, if thoſe of the eſtallſi 
Church had been deſtitute of Power ſo to Abſche 


ſay, in excuſe of what our firft Reformers dit 
this Matter, So that it ſeems our firſt Refam 
are not to be juſtified, for leaving this A 
tion in the Liturgy, but only excuſed for coil 
plying with the Times, and conſidering n. 
ther, according to the modern Phraſe, wit 
was ſeaſonable, than what was moſt agrecabley 


we ſay to excuſe thoſe, who have let it ſta 
in the Liturgy all this Time, when they han 
not wanted Opportunities to expunge it ink 
manyAlterations of theLiturgy? What ſhall ut 


himſelf 2 Did he make an Exception to 


of Common-Prayer, as containing in it nothing « 
trary to the Wovd of God? But 4 
I will now ſhew that our firſt Reformer; hit 


forgiven by it. This js expreſly aſſerted ! 
the Homily of Common-Prayer and Sacrami 
Where to prove that Abſolution is no Sac 
ment, there are theſe Words, Although Abſol 
tion hath the Promiſe of forgiveneſs of Sins, jt 
the expreſs Word of the New Teſtament, it bas 
this Promiſe annexed to the viſible Sign, whi! 
impoſition of Þands 3 For this viſible 5! 
(I mean laying on of Hands) 3s not expreſy 
manded in the New Teſtament to be uſed in All 
lution. Here is a poſitive Aſſertion of ® 
Church, and Dr. Cannen himſelf has ſubſcnd! 


hy Erplain'd and Vindicated. 
, pit, that Abſolution bas the promiſe of forgiveneſs 


Sins. Conſequently, that the Church did 


comply with the Humours of ſome ſuper- 
s TR People, ut ſi populus welit decipi, decipia- 
„ according to the Doctor's Notion, but 
A ccauſe ſhe judged it an Ordinance of God, 
Wed by Virtue of his Inſtitution available to 
e Remiſſion of Sins. 

q Further, to ſatisfy the World that our firſt 


— 1 
=> => 


lution in the Liturgy, for fear ſome ſuperſti- 


carded Popiſh Prieſts, but that they put it 


Da 


nſtituted for the Remiſſion of Sins, I will 
Is Subject, becauſe he had not only the grea- 
be whole Book, and nothing paſt without 
us Approbation. The Words I ſhall tran- 
ty of the Kayes. This excellent Sermon is in 
HISMUS, That is to ſay, 4 ſhort Inſtruction 
Wo Chriſtian Religion, &c. by the moſt Reverend 
Father in God, Thomas Archbiſbop of Canterbu- 


pualterus Lynne Excudebat 1548. This was in 


eriſed and publiſhed. And though it was re- 
led again about two Years after, yet the Re- 


ot retain the authoritative Form of Abſolution, 


formers were not of Dr. Cannons Opinion, 
d did not leave the authoritative Form of Al- 


ous Perſons might otherwiſe adhere to the 
here, becauſe they look'd upon it to be ap- 
vinted by Chriſt himſelf (though not as a 


acrament, becauſe he did not annex thereto 
y outward viſible Sign) yet as an Ordinance 


ſt Hand in compiling the Liturgy, but was 
Wndeed the main Corrector and Superviſor of 


l p. ccxxxvi. of his Book, intitled CA TE- 
„ Primate of all England, and Metropolitane. 
e ſame Year wherein the Licurgy was firſt. 


ormers were then ſo far from thinking, that 
the y 


29 


bew what Archbiſhop Cranmer has ſaid upon 


nbe from him, are in his Sermon of the Autbo- 


30 


Benefit of it: And the former more ſeeming 


own Words, as I tranſcribed them from hi 
Sermon, lately re-publiſhed by the Revere 


 * grevouſly ſynned, and doubteth in his Cat 


or no (as oftentimes it happeneth) then 


before. So that Archbiſhop Cranmer, and oy 


: e e thinking on this faſhion. I kn 
t 


nion, that God is not ſo cruel a Revengt 


The Doftrine of Remiſſion of Sins, & 
they ought to aboliſh the Abſolution, ty 
they added a new Abſolution to be uſed hy 


Confeſſion every Day, that ſo People migh 
never come to Church, without receiving th 


authoritative Abſolution was alſo continued. 


other Reformers. ſhewed themſelves to han 
plainly the ſame Opinion of Abſolution, wha 
they compiled the ſecond Lirurgy, which the 
had when they compoſed the firſt. And whi 
that was, I ſhall now ſhew in the Archbiſhop! 


Dr. Hickes, in his excellent Preface to a Bod 
intitled, The Divine Right of Epiſcopacy aſſerd 
Printed for Richard Sare at Gray's Inn Gat 
Holbourn, 1708. pag. xxxv. 175 

Now when a Man after Baptiſme hat 


225 


© {cience whether he be in the favour of G 
is hard for him to truſt to his awn bare Im 


at I have ſynned, but yet I am in this Op 


* 4 — _y — — — 


© But that he hath forgyven me. For ſuchi 
Opinion, without Goddes Wordt is not at 

© Faith, nor is able to ſtand in the daungem 
* Skirmyſhes of Temptation. But trew Fall 
© muſt ever be ſtayed upon the certen Worl 
and Wourke of God. Now God dothe 1 
* ſpeak to us, with a Voyce ſoundynge outt 
Heaven. But he hath given the Kays 
the Kingdom of Heaven, and the Aurho 

© to forgyve Synne to the Miniſters of f 
* Churche. Wherefore let him that is a Syn 
go to one of theim, let him know! 2ge q 


Explain d and Vindicated. 

jonſeſſe his Synne, and praye him, that ac- 
ordyng to God's Commaundemente, he wyll 
we him Abſolution, and comforte him 
ih the Worde of Grace, and Forgyveneſs of 
ys Synnes. ak 8 
And when the Miniſter dothe ſo, then I 
ught ſtedfaſtly to beleve, that my Synnes 


kyrmiſnes, and Aſſautes of our mortal Ene- 
the Devel; foraſmuch as it is buylded upon 
Lie Rocke, that is to ſay, upon the certen 
Vord and Worke of God. For he that is ab- 
red, knoweth aſſuredly alſo, that the 
iniſter hath Authority from God himſelf ſo 
p do. And thirdely, he knoweth, that God 
ath made this Promiſe to his Miniſters, 
N ſayed to them, To whom Fs forgyve 
Innes upon Earth, to hym alſo they ſhall 
e forgyven in Heaven. Wherefore, good 


nd ſadde, then ſeke and deſyer Abſolution 
nd Forgyveneſs of your Sins of the Miniſters, 
pnich have receiv'd a Commiſſion and Com- 
naundement from Chriſt hymſelf, to for- 
ye Men their Synn<s, and then youre 
onſciences ſhall have Peace, Tranqui- 
ty, and Quietneſs. But he that dothe 


WW proude, doth diſpyſe the ſame, he ſhall 

ot fynde Forgyveneſs of his Synnes, neither 
n hys awne good Wourkes, nor yet in paine- 
ul Chaſtyſements of his Bodye, or any o- 
her thynge, whereto God hath not promy- 
ed Remiſſion of Synnes. Wherefore diſ- 
We not Abſolution, for it is the Commaun- 
Kmente and Ordinance of God, and the 12 

y 


re truly forgyven me in Heaven. And ſuch - 
faythe is able to ſtande ſtronge, in all - 


hildren, gyve good Eare to this Doctrine, 
nd when your Synnes do make you affray d 


lot obey this Counſel, but beyng ether blynd 


* 
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32 The Doctrine of Remiſſon of Sens, & 
3 ly Spirit of God is preſent, and cauſeth th 
| * thinges to take Effect in us, and to wo 
© our Salvation. And this is the Meaning y 
© playne Underſtandynge of theſe Words 
 * Chriſte, which you hearde heretofore reh 
© ſed, whiche are writen to thentent, thaty 
| © ſhoulde beleve, that whatſoever Goddes i 
| © niſters do to us by Gods Commaundemen 
* are as much availeable as yf God hynt 
© ſhoulde do the ſame. For whether the 
© nyſters do excommunicate open Malefad 
© and unrepenrant Perſons, or do gyve Al 
5 © lution to thoſe, which be truly repentantſ 
b © their Synnes, and amende their Lyves, th 
| © Aces of the Miniſters, have as great Pom 
* and Authoritie, and be confirmed and mt 
© fied in Heaven, as thoughe oure Lorde lei 
© Chriſte himſelf had done the ſame. When 
fore good Children, learn theſe thynx 
© dilygentlye. And when you be asked, Ht 
© underſtande you the Wordes before reherk 
ye ſhall anſwer, I do believe that whatl 
© ever the Miniſters of Chriſt do to us by G0 
* Commaundement, either in excommunit 
© tinge open and unrepentante Synners, 0 
© abſolving repentant Perſons, all theſe thi 
© actes be of as great Authoritie, and as ſur 
© confirm'd in Heaven, as yf Chriſt ſhoul 
© ſpeak the Wordes out of Heaven. 
So ye have good Children, the Bey 
© ning and Foundation, of the Miniſters 
© Gods Worde, and of the Authoritie of f 
© Kayes, as our Lord Jeſus Chriſt did fit“ 
© deyne and inſtitute the ſame. The which 
© Saviour Chriſt did inſtitute and appoints 
© this Purpoſe, That our Conſciences my 
© thereby be comforted, and aſſured of the i 


© gyveneſs of Synnes, and to have the in 
„ 


— ME 
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Explain d and Vindicatd. 

able Treſures of the Goſpel, as often as we 
ure need thereof. That we, thereby being 
ade ſtronge in our Faith, might ſo conti- 


ue to thende of our Life. 


Dr. Cannon fancies he did) that Abſolution 
; of no Uſe or Effect, but only might be 
ſerv'd in the Church, to pleaſe the Hu- 
urs of ſome ſuperſtitious Perſons, he would 
himſelf have taken ſo much Pains to per- 
de People, that Abſolution was ſuch a Sacred, 
ine Ordinance, ſo very neceſſary and be- 
Gal, as he ſets it forth to be in his Sermon, 


Wread over, I doubt not, but beſides what I 


ut to ſatisfy him that the Doctrine 1 


Reformers, but of the Church, from that 
e downwards to our own Times, I will 
Ito what I have already cited from the Book 


| 8 of the ſucceeding Fathers of our 
—_: *\ | | 
pilhop Andrews, in his Sermon on this Text, 
XX. 23. ſpeaks thus, The Remiſſion of 
, as it is from God only; fo it is by the 


t, for the [applying of this unto us, there 
e divers means efftabliſh'd— 1. In the In- 


d. Be Baptiz, d every one of jou for the Remiſ- 


once) Act, zi. 38. Ariſe and be baptix d 
SS (aich 


ow if Archbiſhop Cranmer, who was the 
ncipal Compiler ofthe Liturgy, had judg'd 


ich Sermon, if the Doctor will be pleas'd 


e here tranſcrib'd, he will find at leaſt as 
cking Paſſages (I mean ſhocking to him 
| his Notions) as any he has collected out 


ch'd, was not only the Doctrine of our 


omilies and Archbiſhop Cranmer, ſome 


eath and Blopd-ſhedding of Chriſt alone: 


tion of Bapriſme there is a Power to that 


a 
cf Sin ith St. Peter to the three thoufand 


« 

1 

} 

| | 

| 

| N 
1 

ft 
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; vp Commilkon. 2. And for the Power d 


* (faith Ananias to St. Paul) and waſh awy 


0 3 the Remiſſion of Sins. 3. Beſides, 


d dain'd. Now are you clean, ſaith Chrif ( 
Doubt from their Sins) propter ſermonem lu 


_* Apoſtle) an 
him. All and every of theſe are Acts fort 


| © the Perſon of the Miniſter required, and the) 


_ © here imparted to them, that was not bt 
For it carrieth no Likelyhood, that our i 


The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, & 


© Sins. And, to be ſhort : | I believe one Baxtj 
© for the Remiſſion of Sins (faith the Nicene Cree 
© 2. Again there is alſo another Power forui 
Remi ſſion of Sins, in the Inſtitution of theh 
* ly Eucharift ; the Words are exceeding plij 
Mat. xxvi. 28. This is my Blood of the New Tt 


© the Word it ſelf, there is a like Powers 


Job. xv. 3. And the very Name giveth 
© much, that is intitled, the Word of Recon 
tion, 2 Cor. v. 19. 4- Further, there is tot 
© (ame effect a Power in Prayer, and that 
" the Prieſts PE ; call for the Prieſts (ſaith! 

let them pray for the Sick Pal 
* and if he have committed Sin, it ſhall be fafi 


© Remiſſion of Sins; and in all and every of ibi 
* be diſpatched without him. But the Ceremdl 


© and Circumſtances that here I find uſed, 
vail with me to think, that there is omen 


e > Fo wa fuge am a. ern,. 


— - 
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© our beſtowing on them nothing here | 
© that which before he had, would uſe ſol 
* Solemnity, ſo diverſe and new Circum 
ces, no new or diverſe Grace being 
* communicated: 1. Now for Bapti/m,it aff 
* reth plainly, Job. iv. 2. that the Apoſtis 
* tiz.d in a Manner from the Beginning; vi 
I make no Queſtion they did not withdl 
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* miniſtring the Holy Sacrament, it was gil 
* expreſly to them by Hoc facite, Luc. xi 
before his Paſſion, 3. The like may ue 


2 


= Ezplain'd and Vindicated, 
ef the Power of Preaching, which was given 
long before, 'even when 
commanded them to preach the Kingdom of Go p, 
Mat. x. 7. Luke ix. 2. which was done be- 
fore this Power was promiſed, which is here 


being given, Mat. x. the other promiſed, 


Prayer. There is no Partition in Prayer. 
Prayers, and Supplications are to be made for all 
Men, 1 Tim. ii. 2. But here is a plain Parti- 


retained. Seeing then this new Ceremony, 


ue able to perſuade any, it was ſome new 
Power that here was conferred, aad not thoſe 


ofthem :) I take it to be a Power diſtin& 


Mat. xvi. 19. of the Power of the Keys, which 
here in this Caſe and in tlteſe Wordsis fulfil'd ; 
and have therein for me the joint Conſent 
ef the Fathers, which being a different Power 

in it ſelf, is that which we call the AA or 
Benefit of Abſolution; in which (as in the reſt) 


for the Remiſſion of Sins. Whereunto our Sa- 
viour Chriſt, by his ſending them, doth inſti- 
ute them, and give them the Key of Autbori- 


tem, doth enable them and give them the 
beſtowed both theſe upon them as the Ster- 


i of bis Houſe, doth laſt of all deliver them 
w_ * fir 


8 ſent them, and 


beſtowed ; as will evidently appear, the one ; 


Mat. xvi. 4. Neither can it be meant of 


on. There is a Quorum, whole Sins are re- 
mitted, and another Quorum whoſe Sins are 


and ſolemn manner of proceeding in this, 
which before had been (though there be that 
apply this, others to ſome one, others to all 


rom the former, and( not to held you long) to 
de the Accompliſhment of the Promiſe made, 


there is in due Time and Place of it an Uſe 


9: And by breathing on them and inſpiring 
Key of Knowledge, to do it well; and having 
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2 


_ * the applying or Uſe of it: [ viz. of the Pm 
| x of Abſolution] And to that End, even for Ca 
0 


in more than common manner. 1. The(l 


© and Remittuntur ſecond. It is St. Chryſofm! 


© ſumit cælum. Nam judex ſedet in terra: Dona 
ſequitur ſervum, & {57.199 bic in inferioribn 


© tween, no deferring or holding in Suſpend 
he ſaith not, hereafter they ſhall be, butti 


© livered by Chrift, as if he were conteſt 
_ © ſhould be accounted their AR, and thats 


The Do@rine of Remiſſion of Sins, & 
their Commiſſion to do it, having ſo e 
© bled them, and authorized them as before! 
And in the Concluſion of this Sermon h 
ſays, And here I ſhould ſpeak ſomethin 


rt, I wall only point at four Things ind 
© enditing of it, all expreſſing the Effcacydi 


© der,. in this; that Remiſeritz ſtandeth fl 


© Note, that it beginneth on Earth, and Hy 
© wen followeth after. So that whereas in Prix 
and in other Parts of Religion, it is, ſti 
© cwlo, ſic in terra; here it is, ſicut in terri ſi 
© culo, A terra judicandi principalem authorit 


© dicarit, hoc ille in ſupernis comprobat, faith 
© 2. The Time: In this, that it is Reminm 
in the Preſent Tenſe ; there is no Delay 


but the Abſolution pronounced upon Earth 
* milttuntur, preſently they are remitted; f 


© are already remitted.” 3. The Manner in | 
ting down the two Words. For, it is {06 


* Apoſtles were the Agents in it, and himſell WW"! 
the Patient, and ſuffer'd it to be done. 
the Apoſtles Part is delivered in the Adi 
* (Remiſeritis) and his own in the Paſſive ( 
* mittuntur). 4. The Certainty: which is nt 
* Identity of the Word, in not changing 
Word, but keeping the felf ſame in b 
Parts. For Chriſt hath not thus endite! WW" 
* whoſe Sins ye wiſh, or ye pray for or wit bet 


Explain d and Vindicated. 


dins ye declare to be remitted ; but whoſe Sins 


Part than he uſeth 'in his own. And to all 
theſe in St. Matthew, (Mat. xviii. 18.) He ad- 
deth his ſolemn Proteſtation of verily, verily, 


with Effect to ratify in Heaven that is done 


of them that ſhall partake it. | 

Biſhop Hall in his third Volume, contain- 
g Caſes of Conſcience, p 838. has theſe 
Fords. © If Man or Angel ſhall challenge to 
himſelf this abſolute Power to forgive Sins, let 
him be accurſed, yet withal it mult be yield- 
ed, that the bleſſed Son of God ſpake not 


them: And whoſe ſoever Sins ye retain, they are 
rained , Joh. xx. 23- Neither were they 
lpoken to the preſent Apoſtles only, but in 
them to all their faithful Succeſſors, to the 
end of the World. It cannot then but be 
granted, that there is ſome kind of Power 
left in the Hand of Chrift's Miniſters, both 


Church, in reſpect to the Cenſures to be in- 
ficted or relaxed by them, but to all God's 
hithful Miniſters, in relation to the Sins of 
Men: A Power not ſoveraign and ablolute, 
but limited and miniſterial, for either quiet- 
ag the Conſcience of the Penitent, or fur- 


error of Judgment to the Obſtinate and 
ebellious. Neither is this only by way of 
el Wire verbal Declaration (which might pro- 
unched from any oe Lips) but in the way of 
x g 3 | 


„mit; uſing no other Word in the Apoſtle's 


or Amen, Amen, that ſo it is, and ſhall be. 
And all to certify us, that he fully meaneth, 


on Earth, to the ſure and ſtedfaſt Comfort 


thoſe Words of his laſt Commiſſion in vain, 
Whoſe ſoe ver Sins je remit, they are remitted unto 


© remit and retain Sin: Neither is this 
Power given only to the Governors of the 


ber aggravating the Conſcience of Sin, or 


an 


"If 


_ © thority, which is by Chriſt intruſted yig 
© them. For certainly our Saviour meant 


© ſhould be capable to receive or perform 
The Abſolution therefore of an authorize 


and Virtue is derived to: all his Ordinanck 


* Key not erring) is ratified in Heaven:! 
cannot therefore but be a great Comfort al 


© fight of his Repentance) in the Name of tt 


The Doctrine of Remi ſton of Sins, &t 
* an operative and effectual Application, . 
* Virtue of that delegate or commiſſionary i 


* theſe Words, to confer ſomewhat upon hj 
© Miniſters, more than the reſt of the Woll 


© Perſon, muſt needs be of greater Force al 
Efficacy, than of any private Man, hoy 
learned or holy ſoever, fince it is ground 
© upon the Inſtitution and Commiſſion of t 
* of the Son of God, from which all Powe 


© And we may well ſay, That whatſoeveri 
in this Caſe done by God's Miniſter, (tt 


Cordial Aſſurance to the penitent Soul, t 
hear the Meſſenger of God (after a careli 
* Tnquiſition 1nto his Spiritual State, and tri 


* Lord Feſus, pronouncing to him the full R 
* miſſion of all his Sins: And if either the Bl 
© ſing or Curſe of a Father go deeper with! 
than of any other whatſoever, although pi 
* ceeding from his own private Affectid 
without any warrant from above; how fo 
* cibly ſhould we eſteem the (not ſo much pd 
© catory as declaratory) Benediction of oury 
ritual Fathers, ſent to us out of Heaven. 
I might and ſhould here alſo add a lay 
Quotation from Biſhop Baily's Practice of Pi 
in the Place where he ſhews, how the /ick It 
ſor ought to ſend for ſome godly and religious Paſt 
but it is a Book ſo well known, and almol WE" 
every Family, that I ſhall only deſire the R 
der to conſult the Book it ſelf in that * 


Explain d and Vindicated. 39 
eſe three, Archbiſhop Cranmer, Biſhop An- 
u, and Biſhop Baily, I referred to in the 
face to my Sermon: And if Doctor Cannon 
iconſulted them, before ke made his Mo- 
ns on this occaſion, he would have found 
t all the ſhocking Paſſages, as he calls them, 
ich he read out of my Sermon, are to be 
with in theſe Venerable Authors. How- 
r, to ſhew that the Biſhops of this Church, 
ntinu'd the fame Opinion, with relation to 
ſolution, even to our own Times; I will pro- 
ce one Citation more, which ſhall be from 
ſhop Sparrow, who died not till the Year 
85. but a few Years before the Revolution. 
his Sermon on Confeſſion of Sins, and the 
er of Abſolution. Reprinted by Sam. Keble at 
e Turks Head in Fleetſtreet, 1704 pag. 14. 
er having ſhewed the abſolute neceſſity of 
nfeflion to God, he has theſe Words. 
gut there is another Confeſſor that would 
ot be neglected. Qui confiteri vult, ut inve- 
ut gratiam, quærat ſacerdotem, ſcientem ſolvere 
7 ſpare ſaith St. Auguſtine : He that would 
e ſure of Pardon, let him ſeek out a Prieft, 
ind make his humble Confeſſion to him; for 
God, who alone hath the prime and origl- |} 
al Right of forgiving Sins, hath delegared 
de Prieſts his Judges here on Earth, and gi- 
en them the Power of Abſolution, ſo that 
hey can in his Name forgive the Sins of choſe 
hat humbly confeſs unto them. But is not 
bis Blaſpbemy, ſaid the Scribes once? Is it 
dot Popery ſay ſome with us now? Take the 
onnſel that is given in Fob, cap. viii. ver. 8. 
n of the former Generations, ask the Fathers, 

they ſhall tell thee. Ask then St. Chryſoſtome, 
and hear what he ſaith in his fifth Homily, 
upon theſs Words of Iſaiab, I ſaw the Lord 

4 5 fitting 


The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, i 
© fitting upon a Throne. What is compari 
© (faith he) to the Power of the Prieſt, 
© whom Chriſt hath ſaid, batſoe ver ye | 
* bind on Earth, ſhall be bound in Heaven, 
© whatſoever ye ſhall looſe on Earth ſhall be lui 
Heaven? Sid ? e T apyiy $ xejotus xaubin 
4 Be, L creid oy 6 xu MW TH 77 N od £0ToT!; in 
N Send, % d n d d ro ud KeWels rar 6 vie 
ves. Heaven waits and expects the Pre 
Sentence here on Earth, the Lord folly 
the Servant, and what the Servant bind 
? looſes on Earth, clave non errante, that i 
* Lord confirms in Heaven : Words ſo da 
for the judiciary formal Abſolution off 
* Prieſt ; as nothing can be ſaid more pl 
* Pleaſe you next to enquire of St. Jerome, vi 
is ſaid to be the Patron of that Opinion, tl 
holds the Prieſt's Power barely declarais 
* and ſo indeed none at all: Yet he ſpal 
* home, in his Epiſtle, ad Heliodorum de viti] 
© litaria, God forbid, ſaith he, that I ſhail 
© ſpeak a Word amiſs againſt the Prieſts, 
7 1 ore Corpus Chriſti conficiunt, that is in i 
* holy Euchariſt ; per quos nos Cbriſtiani ſum 
© thar is in Baptiſm; Qui claves Regni cel 
* habentes, quodammodo ante diem judicij judicat 
that is by remitting or retaining Sins. 
that can conſtrue judicant, and underſtat 
_ * what ic ſignifies, needs no Comment upd 
© the Words. Hear next what St. Gregor) 
© Great ſays, in his 26th Homily upon the G 
* ſpels, Apoſtoli principatum ſupremi judicij ſort 
© tur, ut vice Det quibuſdam peccata retineant, 
r 2 relaxent; The Apoſtles, and in thi 
* all Prieſts were made God's Vicegerents be 
Jon Earth, in his Name to retain and forg 
i © Sins, not declaratively only, but judicial 
, Aximarum judices fiunt, as he goes on, dhe 
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E rplaiwd and Vindicated. 
re made the Judges of the Souls of Men, 
dating the Obſtinate down to the Gates of 
Yell, by the fearful Power of Excommuni- 


ren, by the bleſſed Power of Abſolution. 
And he is no better than a Novatian, that 
enies it, ſays St. Ambroſe. I could name 


amed, are enough to give Teſtimony of 
the former Generation, Men too pious to be 
ought to ſpeak Blaſphemy, and too ancient 
o be ſuſpected of Popery. But to put all out 
jt doubt, let's ſearch the Scriptures; look 


wit, they are remitted unto them, and whoſe ſoever 
Fins je retain, they are retained : Here is a plain 
Power of remitting Sins granted to the 


6 ſome expound it, nor by baptizing, as others 
els, For both theſe, preach and baptize, they 
culd do long before: But this Power of re- 
nitting they received not till now, that is, af- 
er his Reſurrection. As appears firſt 
the Ceremony of Breathing, by that ſigni- 
hing that then he infuſed that Power into 


econdly, by the Word Receive, which he 


'ower of preaching and baptizing, which 
here given the Apoſtles, but as the Fa- 


ronouncing, as Gods deputed Judges, Par- 
on and Remiſſion to the Penitent, a Power 
W' *dlolving from Sins, in the Name of God, 


tion, and lifting the Penitent into Hea- 


ore Fathers, as St. Auguſtine, St. Cyprian, 
and others, but I ſpare. Theſe I have 


to St. Fobn xx. v. 23. Whoſe ſae ver Sins ye re- 


neſt, by our bleſſed Saviour. Nor can it 
& underſtood of remitting Sins by preaching, 


hem, which he bid them receive. And 


ould not properly uſe, if they had been in- 
Ived with it before. So then it is not the 


al 
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herd interpret the Place, a peculiar Power of 
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The Dockrine of Remifſion of Sins, & 
© all ſuch as penitently confeſs unto then 
A Form of which Abſolution our Holy M 
© ther the Church, hath preſcribed in the 
_ © ſitation of the Sick. He then that aſſenty 
© the Church of England, or believes the dci 

© tufes, or gives Credit to the ancient Fathen 

© cannot deny the Prieſts the Power of rem 
© ting Sins.— Penitentiam igitur agite qul 

© agitur in Eccleſia, confeſs as the Church 

© res us, confeſs to God, confeſs alſo to 
© Prieft, if not in private, in the Ear, find 

_ © that is out of uſe, yet however confeſs 20 
Church appoints, publickly before the Ca 
* gregation, that ſo we may at leaſt by tli 

© reap the great Benefit of Abſolution. A 

© if we ſlight this, hear what St. Auguſtine (ni 

© Tom. 10. Hom. 49. Nemo ſibi dicat, aul 

| © ago, quia apud Deum ago, &c, Let no M 
© flatter himſelf, and ſay, I confeſs in privat 

© God, and God that knows my Heart Wi 

© pardon me, tho I never at all confeſs ut 
the Prieſt, Ergo ſie cauſa dictum eſſet, que|# 

© veritis in terra, &c ? Hath God in vain ſai 

* Whoſe Sins ye remit, they are remitted ? Hu 

© God in vain given the Prieſt the Power! 

© the Keys? Fruſtramus ergo verbum Dei? vil 

_ © we by our wilful Neglect. go about to mu 
void the Promiſe of Chriſt 2 God forbid: 

I ſhall not burthen the Reader with M0 
Quotations of this Kind, I hope theſe may! 
ſufficient to ſatisfy him, that our firſt Rel 
mers did not retain the aurboritative Form 
Abſolution in the Liturgy; in hopes of brilf 
many ſuperſtitious Perſons to conform, nor did 

of theſe great Men think as he does, that! 
was the moſt could be ſaid in excuſe for it. Th 

4 were ſo far from thinking that it needed! 
- Excuſe, that they preached — | 
us | | | 7 0 i 
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. with Zeal and Earneſtneſs, as a Do- 


ed and retained in the Church. 
ut notwithſtanding our Reformers have ſo 
rely declared in the Homily above cited, 


and Dr. Cannon himſelf has 


ur Reformers, and who was the main Di- 
compiled, and afterwards when it was re- 


u Commandment, gives me Abſolution, then 
ht fedfaſtly to believe, that my Sins are truly 


mortal Enemy the Devil, foraſmuch as it is bui 


Work of God, yet Dr. Cannon has the Confi- 
ce to tell us, that they ſufficiently declared it 


if is of no avail toward the Pardon of Sin. Would 
and Character, to have made ſome bet- 


mers in this Point, before he had ſo pe- 
ptorily made this Aſſertion? Would not a 
n of common Prudence and Honeſty have 
fir d into the Doctrines, himſelf had ſub- 
Idd to before he had printed ſuch a Poſiti- 


X And after ſo many Subſcriptions as he 
made to the Book of Homilies, declaring, 
lt it doth contain a godly and wholeſome Doctrine, 


tis directly contrary to the expreſs Doctrine 
Maned in that Book. For ad * gen 
Boo 
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je of Feſus Cbriſt, which was always re- 


Abſolution has the Promiſe of K of 
ubſcrib'd to 

152 Doctrine agreeable to the Scriptures ; 

withſtanding Archbiſhop Cranmer, the chief 

xr and Superviſor of the Liturgy, when it 

d, ſays, That when the Miniſter, according 

bven me in Heaven: And that ſuch Faith is 

u fand ſtrong, in all Skirmiſhes and Aſſaults 7 


a ſure Rock, that is to ſay, upon the ſure Word 


de their Opinion, That the Abſolution of the 
ot have become a Man of the Doctor's Sta- 
Enquiry into the pr of our firſt Re- 


But it ſeems he ſubſcrib'd he knew not 


oer for theſe Times, he has publiſh'd, 
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¶ the Prieſt is of no avail toward the pardon ii 


| had not at leaſt ſome plauſible Reaſons fn 


the ſatisfaion of ſcrupulous Minds, which 
therefore puts in the Poſtſcript to his Þ 
and makes no Inferences from) is this. 1 
the Prieſt doth any thing avail us, nor the rei 


Damnation. Upon which he obſerves, we 


Receivers of this Holy Sacrament, whereby wt 
aſcertained that we have obtained remiſſio 


the Holy Sacrament was not among ſt the Ways ' 
and therefore that our fir## Reformer, roo 
not that the Holy Sacrament was of any av 


and qualify themſelves to receive the Hi: 


this was not the Intent in this Exhortt 


The Doctrine of Remi ſſion of Sins, | 
Book fa s, That Abſolution has the Promi 
f of Sins, and by the Words fall 
ing, where it ſpeaks of impoſition of N 
plainly ſhews, that it means the Abſoluj 
the Prieſt ; yet the Doctor aſſerts, and aſſers 
the Doctrine of our Church, That the A0 


But let us fee the Grounds on which! 
Doctor founds this Aſſertion; and ſee i 


Having therefore tranſcrib'd the Exhortai 
to the Holy Communion, as he ſays, it ſtank 
in the firſt Book of K. Edw. VI. The Con 
ſion of which (except what he ſays, follmi 


if we be impenitent, Neither the Abſolutin 
this Holy Sacrament, doth any thing but incruſ 


no ſeen all the Ways and Means of becoming Wl 


our Sins ; And neither the Abſolution of a Pn 
nor Confeſſion of Sins to a Prieſt, to be fin 
mong them. Therefore our firſt Reformers thought! 
ther of them of any avail toward the pardon of 9 
He might as well haveobſerved, that the recen 


Means preſcribed for the obtaining remiſſion of & 


the remiſſion of Sins. The Exhortation WB) 
rended to ſhew them how they were (0 


U 


crament, and the Abſolution of the Prieft, Will 
then as well as now always preceded I 


the 


plain d and Vindicated. 


le was no occaſion to have mention'd the 


amet, in the concluſion of the Exhortati- 
And to what End was it ſaid, that neither 
{bſolution of the Prieſt can avail us any thing, 


0 avail ſomething to the Penitent? The 
ſaying that it did not avail in one caſe, is 
rong Proof that they conceived it to avail in 
other. So that the very Argument Dr. Can- 
brings to maintain his Aſſertion, is indeed 
vrcible Argument againſt it 
But he ſays further, In the Rubrick, before the 
lolution, in the Viſitation of the Sick, it is or- 
d, That the ſame Form ſhould be uſed in all pri- 
e Confeſſions; but that Order was left out in 
ſecond Book. And ſo were all thoſe Paſſages in 
Exbortation 1 5 the Holy Communion, which 
tion any confefling of Sins to a Prie#t, or in- 
appſe any ſacerdotal Abſolution: So that 
webout the whole Book, there is no mention 


Prieft's abſolving, except once in the Viſitation 
Prieſt, I ſhall have occaſion to ſpeak of it 


de the Opinion of our Church in that Mat- 
+ But at preſent I ſhall keep to the Point 


nfeflion) drawn up to be uſed every Day 
the beginning of Morning and Evening 
vice. And when there was another Form 
Abſolution appointed, ic might not be 
wehr ſo convenient to tie the Miniſter up 
the old Form, in the caſe of all private Con 


d by leaving out that Order in the ſecond 


the 


Ve be impenitent, unleſs they had ſuppoſed 


where of confeſſing Sins to a Prieſt ; nor of 


the Sick, As to what relates to confeſſing Sins 


ont, as before the new Form was eſtabliſh'd. 


wk, it ſeems plainly to be intended, that 
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lution of the Prieſt, together with the Holy 


a little time, and to ſhew what I conceive 


Abſolution. Now in this 2d Book of Edw. VI. 
re was a Form of Abſolution (as well as 


„ 
— n 
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other two, yet indeed it is not. Where is 


the Miniſter in Caſe pf: pris Abſolutin, 
. fired by a Perſon in his Health, 


Difference in the three 


 -aphich Feſus Chriſt bas committed to me, I 4 
thee, as in the Viſſtation of the Sick; and A 
ty God, who bas given me his Miniſter Powe 


Adonet h and abſolveth, as in the daily Office? | 
we not in both theſe Abſolutions declare, t 
_. to pronounce it? In one we acquaint the] 
ſtry, and in the other, that we abſolye hin 


_ Miniſters commiſſion'd by him for that! 


tion in the Communion Service leſs authoritd 
- than the other two. It is, I know, comm 
ly call d a Precatory Form, and is ſaid by 
to be meerly Optative, and no more thi 


Reſpect to God, but Authoritative wich! 


in the Name of the People, but offered by 
Prieſt alone for the People. A Prayer to 0 


The Doftrine of Remiſfion of Sins, 


1s and in ng 
ſent danger of Death, might abſolve hin 
any of the preſcribed Forms he ſhould i 
convenient. For indeed, there is no mat 
1 | Forms of Abſolut 
and though that in the Office for viſiting th 5, 
ſeems more aut boritatiue than either oft 


Difference between faying, by the Au 


Commandment, to declare and pronounce to the 
tent the Abſolution and Remiſſion of Sins, l 


the Pardon is God's Pardon, and that we 
only as God's Miniſters, commiſſion'd by | 
nitent, that God pardons him by our 
God's Name, and by his Authority, meet} 
poſe: That although we pronounce t! 


Words, we do it but as Servants acting in 
Mafter's Name. Neither is the other 4 


bare Prayer for Pardon and Forgiveneſs. | 
it is plainly more than ſo, and ought t0 
call'd a Benedictory Form, Precatory indced, 


ſpect to the People. A Prayer it is, but! 


Explain d and Vindicuted. 
4 Benedictory Abſolution to them. For 11 
1 will pardon thoſe who are truly Penitent, 
| humbly receive this Pardon from thoſe 


m he has appointed to pronounce and de- 
re ic, it matters not in what Form. they 


Luutive ; becauſe the Pardon depends not 
the Form, ſince Chri#t himſelf has preſcrib'd 
ne, but on the Authority veſted in the Prieft 
his Commiſſion. And the Prieſt plainly ſhews 
; Authority in the Uſe of this very Form, by 


me of the Congregation, as all other Prayers 
made, and doing this alſo, ſtanding as God's 
nbaſſador, and pronouncing it to them knee- 
% who receive it as the bleſſing of Pardon 


nthority and Effect of Abſolution, as it con- 
ns the Agent, depends upon the Commiſſion, 


vate Caſes might very well leave the Prieſt 


wate Perſon and a Congregation. There- 
re the Church by not tying up the Prieſt to 
ein all private Abſolutions the Form pre- 


eformers chang'd their Opinions, and upon 
e Edition of the ſecond Book, judg'd Abſolu- 
wn to be of no Avail for the remiſſion of Sins; but 
nd the contrary, the making a new Form to 
e uſed in the daily Service of the Church, 
% an Argument that they thought Abſolution 
not abſolutely neceſſary, yet) moſt highly 

Apedient for remiſſion of Sins, ſince thereby 


ould ever want the Benefit of it. And it is 
8 bs: ROW 


nounce it, Whether Precatory, Declgretive, or 


ering it in his own Name, and not in the 


ſtrengthing Grace. Since then both the 
u not on any Form of Words, the Church in 


liberty, to uſe which of the Forms he ſhould 
ink fit, mutatis mutandis, with regard to a 


bed in the Office for viſiting the Sick, gave 
manner of Reaſon to perſuade us that our 


Wy took care that no Perſon truly penitent, 
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43 The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins | 
no given to all the Penitent immedin 
upon the humble Confeſſion of their 5; 
Since therefore every Man who frequent; 
Church with that Fes Devotion! 
Humility, which he ought to do, does x 
thoſe Times receive the Benefit of Abſolui 
the Church had no occaſion to exhort M 
_ otherwiſe than upon Scruples for their m 
particular Satisfaction, to defire or ſeel] 
particular Abſolution, ſince if they are truly} 
nitent, they may receive it daily, or at l 
weekly in the Congregation. But becauſe 
time of Sickneſs, Men are apt to be ny 
ſcrupulous and fearful than in their Heal 
and many Men may have reaſon to fear, d 
though they have frequented the Church, th 
have not there received the Benefit of the 4 
Abſolution, for want of that true Penitend 
which ſhould qualify them for that Beneh 
therefore the Church has provided a more 
ticular Abſolution (not really, though ſeemi 
more Authoritative than the other) to be pl 
nounc'd at that time, if humbly and heam 
deſir d. And the Church has here left f 
Sick Perſon to his own Diſcretion, whether 
will deſire it, not becauſe ſhe conceivestl 
Abſolution of the Prieſt of no Avail for Pardn 
Sins; but becauſe ſhe conceives there 51 
Perſon living within her Communion, wt 
does not frequent the Daily Service, and! 
not there duly receiv'd the Abſolution appol 
ted in that Service: And who has not allo d 
ly receiv'd the Sacrament of the Lord's Suppe 
and been there alſo Abſolv'd, as is appoints 
likewiſe in that Office. And if the Sick Pe 
ſon receives that Holy Sacrament, he alſow 
receive the Abſolution appointed to be gi 
with it. Since therefore the Church — 


Eaplain d and Pindicated. 


ſuch Care, that no one ſhould either live 


ght well leave Perſons to their own Diſcre- 


à more particular manner. 
ſuch particular Care, that none who are 
ily penitefit may want the Abſolution of the 
jeſt, it is ſtrange that a Dignitary of this 
urch ſhould declare it to be her Opinion, 
x the Abſolution of the Prieſt is of no Avail for 


ib'd one particular Form for all private Ca- 
> which of her Forms he thinks convenient: 


ſhould have the Confidence to affirm that 


TH Sins to a Prieſt 3 nor of the P rieſt 5 Abſolving 5 


int of Confeſſion, I will treat of it by it 
fat the Concluſion of this Paper. But for 
Man to ſay there is nothing of the Prieſts Abſol- 
g, in the whole Book of Common Prayer, 


rin the Beginning both of Morning and E- 
"WF" Prayer, immediately after the Confeſſion, 
"W005, 7be Ablolution « Remiſſion of Sins, to 
provounc'd by the JPnieſt alone ſtanding ; the 
pple ſtill kneeling. Likewiſe immediately af- 
t the Confeſſion in the Communion Service, 
all the Pꝛieſt, (or che Biſhop, being pre- 
) ſtand up, and turning himſelf to the People, 
mounce this Abſolution. And it the Doctor 
tends that he means private Abſolution, I 
nk he ought to have told us ſo: For his 

D 8 Argu- 


che without the Abſolution of the Prieſt, ſhe 
w whether they would deſire to be Abſoly'd 


Foraſmuch therefore as the Church has ta- 


Pardon of Sin, becauſe ſhe has not now pre- 
but left the Miniſter to his Diſcretion, to 
what is yet more ſtrange is, That the Do- 


wghout the whole Book [viz. the Book of com- 
ON Prayer] there is no Mention any where of con- | 


int once in the Viſitation of the Sick. As to the 
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once in the Viſitation of the Sick, is ſuen an 
lertion which no modeſt Man would make. 


50 The Dockrine of Remiſſton of Sins, & 
27 Argument is general, and his Aſſertion tg 
_ equally affects all kind of Abſolution by a Ir; 

And I believe no one will ſay, but if 6 

Prieſt can abſolve the Penitent in Publick, 

may do it in Private alſo However the Chun 

mentions the Prieſts abſolving in private, whe 
in the Exhortation to the Holy Communig 

it gives this Direction, Tf there be any of ju y 

by this means cannot quiet his own Conſcience hai 

but requireth further Comfort or Counſel, lt jj 
come to me, or to ſome other diſcreet and learned i 
niſter of God's Word, and open his Grief, that it 
Mini#try of God's Holy Word he may receive th | 
nefit of Atfolutton, together with ghoſtly Can 
and Advice, to the quieting of the Conſcienc,, | 
avoiding of all Scruple and Doubtfulneſs, Keret 
Perſon is requir'd to apply to ſome dilzr 
and learned Miniſter of God's Word, noto 
for Counſel, but for the Benefit of Abſilui 
he is to receive the dee of lution frombit 
and yet the Doctor ſays, there is no mentin 
the Prieſts Abſolving in this Caſe. What, it 
Perſon to receive the Benefit of Abſolution fi 
the Prieſt, and yet 1s nor the Prieſt to ablo 
him if it be convenient? Bur, ſays the Dod 
4 diſcreet Pariſh Prieft may, by the right Applic 
of God's Word, adminiſter not only Comfort, lu 
Benefit of Abſolution alſo, without uſing am f 
of Abſolving That is he may give hin | 
| Benefit of Abſolution without giving him! 

Abſolution at all? This is ſomething cx 

dinary, let us therefore examine how ti 
to be done. The Doctor ſays. Such a Main 
may from the Word of God, aſſure and ſitif 

Penitent, that be certainly has the Benefit of fi 
Abſalution. And that this was the Intention 

Compilers of this Second Book, I am the mute) 

feed, by obſerving, that in this very Book, th 

| A Dien 
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ited a Way and Form of doing it. For where- 
in the firſt Book the Morning and Evening Pray- 
began with the Lord's Prayer ; In the ſecond, be- 
' that Prayer, firſt a Sentence of Scripture was 


Sins before God, then a general Confeſſion. After 
eb. the Abſolution, as it is call'd, mas ta 
nonounc'd by the Mipiſter alone ; hich 
1 declare to the People from God's Word, that he 
res the Converſion and Eternal Happineſs of a 
mer; that as be pardoneth and abſulueth all true 


and Commandment to his Miniſters, to de- 
e and pronounce to them the Abſolution and Re- 
ſun of their Sint. The Cale then it ſeems is 
js, what the Church calls Abſolution the Do- 
r will have to be no Abſolution, for he ſtiles 
the Abſolut ion as it is call'd, plainly intima- 


meer Form, as he ſays, by which a Miniſter 


nt, that be has the Benefit of God's Abſolution, 
hich implies, as if it might be pronounc'd 
any other Man as well as a Prieff. But 
hich are to be guided by in this Caſe, the 


Abſolution, and the Doctor, as well as my 
Il, and the reſt of the Clergy, has ſubſcrib'd 
W the Rubrick: And I cannot thick but chat 


ls it, notWichſtanding the Doctor's Judg- 


ſhall leave the Reader to judge 
Now by Abſolution, as given by Man, I un- 
ertand a Power which God has committed to a 
ain Order of Men, whom we call Pzeſts, to 
clare and pronounce Remiſſion of Sins, to the Peni- 
in his Name, which Declaration and Pronunci- 
lun is eſfectual to the Remiſſion of Sins, Chriſt ba- 
. 5 „ 


red to be read; next an Exhortation to confeſſion 


ente, 2yho believe his Goſpel ſo be has given 


jg thereby that it is indeed no Abſolution, but 


from the Word of God aſſure and ſatisfy the Pe- 


ſoctor or the Rubrick ? The Rubrick ſtiles it 


ought to look upon ic to be as the Rubrick 


nt: And having laid down my Reaſons for 


) —_ 
* 
i 


5 ja 


are remitted. For ſince the Prieſt acts but 


to catify and confirm. Therefore as I ſaid i 


Fives, it is not the Man that pardons you, but d 
g Himſelf does it by the Miniſtry of his Prieſt, whi 


as full and compleat an Abſolution as any! 
contend for. Here the Prieſt firft declin 


but in God's Name only. The Pardon 
Gods, and the Prieſts part is to declare a 
prondunceit, and what he doesthus declare an 


dineſs to receive them upon their Repentant 


Hey Goſpel, This is the Abſolution ; and wil 


as Indicative, as that Form in the Viſitation Wne 
the Sick, which ſo much offends him. II 


The Docrrine of Remiſſton of Sins, Ge 


wing promiſed, that whoſeſ be ver Sins they remit, th 


Commiſſion, that is by a delegated Power, j 
this Caſe, he cannot pardon in his own Nam 


pronounce clave non errante, God has promiſe 


my Sermon, p. 38. It is not the Man that 


the Ambaſſador for Chriſt, and appointed! 
Chriſt's ſtead to reconcile you to God, 20 
v. 20. Ae Form preſcrib'd in our daily Ofid 
15 exactly agreeatle to this, and is therek 


God's good Will towards Sinners, and his de 


and Amendment, ſaying, mighty God, the 
ther f our Lord Feſus Chriſt, ho deſireth mt il 
Death of a Sinner, but rather that be may turn fr 
bis Wickedneſs and live. Then he ſhewerh the A 
thority he has committed to his Prieſts, and 
aſſure the Penitent of his Pardon: And he 
1225 Power and Commandment to his Miniſten 
declare, and pronounce to his People being pent 
the Abſolution and Remiſſion of their Sins. Hafi 
thus declar'd God's good Will, and the Pon 
committed to him as his Miniſter ; he tt 
proceeds by Virtue of this Power and Auth 
rity, to declare and pronounce God's Pardo 
ſaying, He [that is God] pardoneth and ak{uou 
all them t hat truly repent, and unfeignedly believe! 


ſoever Dr. Cannon may think of it, is as full 


Explain d and Vindicated! 53 
only this Difference, that this Abſolurlon be. 
jr 2ppointed to be pronounced to a mixed 
neregation, where many Perſons may be 
ſent who are not truly penitent, it was ne- 
Mary to word it in ſuch manner as all might 
derſtand, that the Impenitent and CDRs 
ere not abſolved, nor receiv'd anv Benefit 
ereby: But that ſuch as were truly penitent 
id faithful having ſincerely and heartily ac- 
owledg'd and bewail'd their Sins in the fore- 
ding Confeſſion, were actually pardoned by 
od himſelf, and that he, as God's Deputy, 
i pronounce their Pardon. For to what o- 
er purpoſe does the Prieſt, before he pro- 
nunces the Abſolution, declare and aſſert his 
uhority, as committed to him by Almighty 
od for that End? Are thoſe Words, be bas 
ven Power and Commandment to bis Miniſters, to 
tare and pronounce to his People, being penitent, 
| Aſolution and Remiſſion of their Sins, put into 
Form for no Intent or Deſign? Undoubt- 
Ay they are uſed to ſhew the People the 
ieſt's Power and Authority in this Caſe : 
Ind that God ſends them their Pardon by 
im, as his particular Meſſenger or Ambaſſa- 
pur, ſent to them for that purpoſe; and that 
Vertue of this Commiſſion he declares and 
ſonounces God's Pardon to the Faithful and 
enitent. Accordingly he uſes plain Indicative 
Words, and in tlie preſent Tenſe. He doth not 
WW), God hath promiſed you Pardon upon your Repen- 
Wet, or God will pardon you, hereafter if you do as 
ought to do, or the like, but he actually pro- 
Wounces God's preſent Pardon: He pardoneth 
t abſckyeth, that is, He actually grants his 
addon at this very Time that it is pronounc'd 
me his Depu- y, to all them, that is, to every 
101 Wie of you that do [now] xu repent, and un- 
1 )))) 


54 The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, & 
Jam believe his holy Goſpel. And if this 4 
lution ſhould be given to a ſingle Perſon ( 
Dr. Cannon ſuppoſes it was intended, it ſh 

be, when Application was made to the Pri 

for that Purpoſe) the Form being put into th 
Singular Number on that Occaſion, muſt n 
thus: He [that is God] pardoneth and ab{a 
theewho doſt | or if thou doſt] truly repent, a 
unfeignedly believe his holy Goſpel. What doest 
Prieſt do more, or how does he pretend, ( 
make Shew of greater Authority, when 
ſays, by his [ viz. Chriſt's] Authority committed 

ve, I abſolve thee? In both Forms he hc 

that the Pardon comes from God, that he oil 
pronounces it as his Deputy, and by a Con 
miſſion derived from him. And in both( 
them he declares and aſſerts the Power! 
which he acts, and pronounces the Abſolut 

on with Authority, ſtanding in the Place( 
God, as his Ambaſſador, whilſt the Penite 
kneels (or, if Sick, lies) in a moſt humble! 

ſture to receive his Pardon. If the Chun 
conceiv'd this Form in the Daily Service, u 

no more than a Declaration of God's gl 
Will and Readineſs to pardon Sinners, a1 
Doctor and ſome others ſeem to expound! 

the People might ſtand up or fit down to It 

it read, as ata Sermon, where there if 
quently as much ſaid by way of Declaration 

they ſeem to allow in this Form. But tl 
Church, by appointing the Prieſt to ſtan 
and the People ro kneel at the pronoun 
this Form, plainly ſnews, that ſhe real!) 
ſteems it to be, as ſhe calls it, and I conces 
have provd it, an Abſolution, by which t 
faithful and devout Penitent does receive 

Remiſſion of his Sins; that being qualiſed We 

Pardon by his Faith and Repentange, he 1 
233 | . 
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receives a Pardon by this Miniftry of the 
if 
ut the Doctor is not only offended with 
Form of Abſolution, in the Office for Viſi- 
the Sich, as if it was more Authoritativethan 
erceable to Chriſt's Inſtitution, though it be 
ed no more Authoritative than that Form 
ſeems ſo much to approve, becauſe he con- 
res it to be no Abſolution, notwithſtanding 
Rubrick expreſly calls ic fo, and I think 1 
e prov'd it as full and Authoritative as the 
er: He is as much diſpleas'd with the very _ 
rds of our Ordination. And it is plain, from 
whole Scope of what he has Printed con- 
ning his 2 Mot iont, that he is as much offen- 
with the Liturgy it ſelf as with my Sermon, 
( would perſuade us, that our Reformers put 
e Things into the Book of Common Prayer, 
ch themſelves did not really approve : And 
athey required Subſcription from all Mini— 
5 to what themſelves thought Popiſh, that is, 
rruptions introduc'd by .heChurch of Rome, 
ntrary to the Doctrine of the Scriptures and 
te Primitive Church. So that it is no Won» 
rit the Lower Houſe of Convocation did nut ap- 
ove his Motion, which reflected fo highly 
the Honour of our firſt Reformers, and of 
& Church it ſelf. OE. — 
He tells us, p zo. that the Uſe of the Words, 
cceive ye the Holy Ghoſt, & c. in the Ordaining 
neſts, took much the ſame Courſe, viz. with the 
orm of Abſolution, ſtill retain'd in the Office 
rviſting the Sick, that is, they were intro- 
cd by ſome Biſhops about the thirteenth 
W--ntury, or later; and the Council of Trent 
Pp: the firſt Council that declared them eſſential to 
be Ordination of a Prieſt. Yet, he lays, they 
ind in our Book, as if they were thought Eſſen- 
94 e 


56 The Doctrine of Remi ſſon of Sins, & 
tial Words, being retain'd as before in the Rom 
Pontifical. So that, according to him, g 
Church ſtill uſes them as Eſſential Words, x 
yet they are Words never us'd in Ordinaig 
till the thirteenrh Century (as he poſiirn 

| ſays, p. 19.) before which time, Mhe erroneu] 
ctrines and Pratlices which our Gburch condemn 
the Church of Rome had prevail d. The Cank 
quence of which is, That our Church hereg 

' tains an Erroneous Doctrine and Practice which 
her felf condemns. And to ſhew that ſhedy 
not approve this Form of Ordination, thoug 
ſhe retains it, he obſerves that in all the fing 
Parts of the Office, even where the whole Duty 
Prieſt ſeems to be declared, no-mention is made iff 
giving or retaining Sins. But does not the ft 
ſon to be Ordain'd promiſe in the foregoin 
Part of the Office, to Miniſter the Doclrine⸗ 
Sacraments, and the Diſcipline of Chriſt, as be li 
bath commanded, and this Church and Realm! 
_ ceiv'd the ſame? And is not Remiſſion of wi 
by the Prieſt a Part of this Doctrine? It ith 
Doctrine of our Church, receiv'd and eſtabl 
ſhed by the Laws of the Realm, and Dr. Cs 
non himſelt has ſubſcrib'd to ic, that our I 
Jeſus Chriſt hath left Power to his Church, to ad 
all Sinners who truly repent and believe in him; 1 
in the Office for Viſiting the Sick: That A4lmijh 
ty God hath given Power and Commandment 10 l 
Miniſters, to declare and pronounce to his Peeple l 
ing penitent, the Abſolution and Remiſjion of it 
Sins; as in the Daily Service: And in ti 
Homily, as I have already ſhewed, it is deci 
red, that Sins are remitted by ſuch Abſowi 
This being therefore a Doctrine of the Churc 
ſo fully declared in the Liturgy, and one oltit 

| Homiljes, there was no more Occalion il 
mention it particularly, in the foregoing Pi 


Explain d and Vindicated. 
che Office, than to mention the other Do- 


nes of the Church: And he might as well 
a Prieſt is not oblig'd to belicve the Creed, 


mit Sins for that Reaſon. 


ninton of the Church in this Matter, that 
has retained theſe Words, Receive the Holy 
; whoſeſcever Sins thou doſ forgive, they are 
river, &c. And I cannot perſuade my ſelf, 
they were retain'd, becauſe they were 
nd in the Romiſh. Pontifical, but becauſe they 
re found in the Holy Scriptures, according to 
ich our Reformers took Care to correct the 
tifcal, But Dr. Cannon has found them in 
; Pontifical, and ſeems as if he had a Mind 


u. Whether theſe Words were always us'd 


t Opportunity to enquire, for Want of 
oks: And I am of Opinion, that the Do- 
Ir may be as much miſtaken in this Matter, 
he was in the Authoritative, Indicative Form 


aſtign'd for the Introduction of it: Nay, 
it ſome ſuch Indicative Form was us d by the 
pltles themſelves ; ſince St. Paul ſo poſitive- 
lays, that he Forgave (not barely declared, 
bmiled, or prayed for Forgiveneſs) in the 
en of Chriſt. So as to the Form of Ordina- 
n, this was the Form uſed by our Saviour, 
en he {ent his\ Apoſtles; and whether the 
poſtles uſed not the ſame Form in ſending 
ers, is more than Dr. Cannon can prove; 
can he ſay, upon ſure Ground, about what 
me it was firſt brought into the ſtared Forms 


fi ' 
thi 
(la 
ti 
rc 
the 
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zuſe it is not mentioned in the foregoing 
tof the Office, as to ſay he has no Authority 


However, it is ſufficient to ſatisfy us of the 


forget, that they are alſo in the New Teſta- 


db/olation, which I have prov'd to be atleaſt 
t hundred Years Elder, than the Time he 
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the Ordination of a Prieſt, is what I have 


for 
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for Ordination. But whether this Form: 
Words was uſed or not, it is certain Pri 
were always look'd upon to be veſted with th 
Authority ſuppoſed to be convey'd by this Fon 
They were conceiv'd to have receiv'd the H 
Ghoſt, together with the Power to remit andi 

- Fain Sims. Therefore St. Ambroſe ſays, Spe i 
tiam illud, quoniam qui ſpiritum ſanctum accinit, 0 
ſolvendi peccati poteſtatem & ligandi accipit. 
enim ſcriptum eſt, Accipite ſpiritum ſantlum, m 
rum remiſeritis peccata, remittuntur: G quen 
detinueritis detenta erunt: ergo qui ſolvere non pu 
peccatum, non babet ſpiritum ſanctum. Munn (lf 
ritus ſancti eſt O FHN $ACERDOT1S, ju 

tem ſpiritus ſuncti in ſolvendis ligandiſque crimini 
eſt. Obſerve this, becauſe he that receiveth the 
ly Ghoſt, receiveth the Power of binding and lun 
For ſo it is written, whoſe ſoever Sins ye rem 
they are remitted untothem, and whoſe ſoei 
dins ye retain, they are retained : Thera 
that cannot looſe Sin has not the Holy Ghoſt. 
Gift of the Holy Ghoſt is the Pueſt s Office, 
the Power ofithe Holy Ghoſt conſiſts in the locfing # 
binding Sins. Ambr. de Panitent. lib. 1. © 
This Holy Father here ſpeaks the Senſe ol 
Church, in Oppoſition to the Nowatians, 
did then as Dr. Cannon does now, deny thattt 
Prictts had any ſuch Power. But our Chut 
plainly allows the Authority of the Prieſt ind 
Point, and expreſly confers it in her Fom 
Ordination: And has better Grounds 10! 
than the Roman Pontifical, even the Hoh“ 
tures, and the Senſe of the Primitive Chu 
which acknowledg'd this Power to be vel 
in the Priest by virtue of his Oihce. But 5 
Doctor was fo zealous to get my Sermon & 
{ur d, chat he cared not what Reflections 
catt on the Church ar elf, fo he could but 


* 
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Poper7. 5 
ſhall now conſider what the Doctor ſays 


ot Confeſſion, and then take Notice of his 


xcluſion. He ſays, p. 35. The Rubrick in the 
ation of the Sick, by making a ſpecial Confeſ- 
if he feel his Conſcience troubled with 
i, MF weighty Matter, ſeems to require the confeſ- 
the particular Sin that troubles ; yet even here is 
ling of private or auricular Confeſſion. The ge- 
| Confeſſions in other Parts of this Book, are cer- 
directed to be made only to Almighty God— 
W I profeſs I cannot diſcern Reaſon enough for 


than Almighty God; or that more was meant 
bis: If the Sick was troubled in Mind, on ac- 
jt of any great Sin or Sins, be ſhould then make a 
al Confeſſion to God, &c. Weighty Sins will be 
bud to require a particular Confeſſion, and the 
nition to be ſeaſonable. By this extraordinary 


fancies he has clearly made out what he 


there is no Mention any where of confeſſing Sins 
Prieft. Now I conteſs it is at the Sick 
an's Diſcretion, whether this Confeſſion of 
hall be private or not: He may confeſs to 
Prieſt alone, or he may call in all his 
inds and Neighbours, to hear what he has 
ay, I know no Body will hinder him. But 
belieyxe moſt Men in ſuch Caſe will chooſe 
do it in private. But ſurely the Church, 
this ſpecial Confeſſion, cannot ſuppole on- 
an inward mental Confeſſion to be known 
ly to God. The general Confeſſions, which 
Doctor ſpeaks of, though made only to 
pod, are made openly, in the Preſence and 
Karing of the Prieſt ; And if the Penitent be 

2 0 diſpos'd 


m Doctrine [ had preach'd to be condemn'd 


ling, that this was intended to be made to any © 


poſition of the Rubrick, the Doctor, I ſup- 


ore, p. 33. ſo boldly aſſerts, that in the whole 


w 


God, ſo it be in the Hearing of the Prief 


whether that be done by directing his Ca 
ſion to God, or to the Prieſt, is not mate 


lar Sin that occaſion'd his Trouble, I ſhall! 
ſay. If he can open his Grief, without dl 


yet which of thoſe in particular was his d 


ples ſolved, and obtain proper Direction 


cy, without conſidering by what Means, ® 
on what Conditions that Mercy is to be“ 


The Do&#r ine of Remiſſon of Sins 
diſpos'd to direct this fpeeial Confeſlin 


have nothing to ſay againſt it: But cert 
the Church intended, that he ſhould diſcoys 
the Prieſt the Matter that troubled him: | 


For if he expects Comfort or Counſel 
the Prieſt, it is neceſſary that the Prief h 
his Confeflion, and be made acquainted 
the Cauſe of his Trouble, or he cannot! 
him. That he is bound to confeſs the pat 


vering the Sin, it may be, more is not m 
ful. He may put ſeveral Caſes, of which 
own may be one; which Caſes being (0 
may give him juſt Grounds for Sutisfadi 


remain concealed. But if Le cannot in fn 
ſuch manner conceal his Sin, as to get his 


diſcover the Nature of his Repentance, 
ther it have been, and is in all reſpects x 
ought to be.;. it 1s certainly better tor him 
confeſs the particular Sin in a particular m 
ner, than to go out of the World without 
ving his Doubts ſatisfy'd, and his Faith et 
upon ſure Grounds : And Men ought in fu 
Caſes, to take great Care that they do! 
ſtifle the Checks of their Conſcienccs, butſe 
quiet and comfort for them, from the We 
and Promiſes of God, and the Mett.ods preld 
bed in the Goſpel for the procuring Pardond 
Forgiveneſs, not preſuming upon God's M 


tained. Now when a Man is en 
: 5 oud 
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ibt and 8 cruples, whether he has, in ſome 


ei cular Caſes at leaſt, done what is proper 
+ WWrocure the Divine Pardon, Will a bare con- 


ng to God the Sin that troubles him, give 


hare Confeſſing the Sin to God, take off 


bare Confe ſſing our Sins to God, would pro- 
our Pardon and quiet our Conſciences, 
is, give them good Grounds to be quieted 
cafe, we might think what Dr, Cannon lays, 
the de the Senſe of the Church: But for- 
uch as bare Confeſſion to God is nat, (in 
ſpecial Caſes) all that is neceſſary to true 


ſcience ought to be quieted, it is plain, the 
urch meant ſomething more by this ſpecial 
ſion, than a bare private acknowledgment 


uns Conſcience of the Weighty Matter that 
bles it. And the Church ſuppoſes the Prieſt 


bunſel, and Comfort the Penitent on this 
calion, and by theſe Words, plainly directs 
/pecial Confeſſion to be made to him, that he 
y aſſiſt the Venitent in this Caſe, and teach 
Linſtruct him, whether his Repentance be 
tt ought, and what is yet proper to be done 


in, that ever had the Confidence, to expound 


co larisfy all Perſons that the Church her- 
does ſuppoſe, that ſpecial and private Confeſſi- 
tO be made to the Prieſt, hear what ſhe hes 
lig d the Prieſt to pn this Occaſion, in the 
Canon, A. D. 1603. If any Man confeſs his ſecret 


quiet. and Peace of Mind? Suppoſe it 
d be a Sin againſt his Neighbour, will 


Trouble that lies upon his Conſcience 2? If 


xentance, and without true Repentance, no 
the Sin to God: The plain intent for which 


ſpecial Confeſſion is requir'd, is to eale the 


the proper Perſon that ſhould Direct and 


him: And I believe Dr. Cannon is the firſt 


Order of the Church in any other Senſe. 


an 
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and hidden Sins to the Miniſter for the unburtleg 
bu Conſcience, and to receive Spiritual Conſd 

end Eaſe of Mind from bim. We— ſtraigbth d 
and admoniſh him, that he do not at any Tim n 
and make known to any Perſon whatſoever, am li 
er Offence ſo committed to his Truſt or Secrecy (ex 
they be ſuch Crimes, as by the Laws of thu Re 
his own Life may be called into Queſtion for Con 
ing the ſame) under pain of Irregularity. That 
under a Penalty of being incapable to perf, 
any Eccleſiaſtical Functions for the Time 
come. Here the Church plainly ſuppd 
that when a Man's Conſcience is troubledy 
any Weighty Matter, the Method he is tot 
to remove tha Weight, or Unburthen hi Conſcin 
is by Confeſſion to the MiniFter:: And yet tho 
the Church has ſo clearly explain'd herſel 
this Canon, the Doctor cannot think thatt 
ſpecial Confeſſion was intended to be made t an 
ther than Almighty God. But if the Churchh 
intended no more, ſhe might have very 
ſpared the laying this InjunRion of Secrecy 
the Prie H. 8 Es 
I am now come to the Doctor's Concluſi 
where, after he has calld for a publick Du. 
tion of the Biſhops and Clergy, againſt the Dodn 
of Confeſſion to a Prie#t, and Abſolution by him," 
it be a Doctrine ſo plainly warranted by © 
Church; he ſays, That no Chriftian Prieſ 
Authority to Abſolve any one from bis Sins: Tui 
a Prie#t to pretend to ſuch Authority, as great Þ 
ſumption: And that to think that ſuch Autboriti 
Abſolution n of the leaſt Efficacy, for Pardon of 
us groſs Superſtition : And that he ſhall be ru 
when call d upon, to explain and ſupport theſe 5 
tions. I therefore deſire him to Explain 1 
Support them, and to reconcile them . 
theſe few Paſſages in the Scriptures, ag” 
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Explain'd and Vindicated. 
iſh'd Doctrine of our Church. Mbatſo- 
e (ball bind on Earth ſhall be bound in Heaven, 


phatſcever ye ſhall looſe in Earth, ſball be Iooſed in 
n. Matt. xvi. 19. and xviii. 18. Whoſe ſoe- 


ſcever Sins ye retain they are retained. Joh. xx. 
Whoſe Sins thou doſt forgive, they are forgiven, 
hoſe Sins thou doſt retain, they are retained: As 
e Form of Ordering Prieſts. Almighty God 


b given Power and Commandment to his Mi- 
e , io declare and pronounce to bu People being 
parent, the Abſolut ion and Remiſſion of their Sins : 
Wo the Preface to the Abſolution in our Morn- 


and Evening Service. Our Lord Feſus Chriſt 


truly Repent , and believe in him And by bis 
birity I abſolve thee from all thy Sins: As in the 
tation of the Sick. And Abſolution hath the 
miſe of Forgiveneſs of Sins: As in the Homily 
Cmmon-Prayer and Sacraments. When 
Doctor has reconcil'd his Aſſertions, with 
le contrary 4ſſertions of the Holy Scriptures 
lour own Church, he may hear farther 
m me: But I defire him to ſay more to the 
poſe than he has done in his Acc unt of bis 
1 Metions, or I ſhall not think what He ſays, 
orth my farther Notice. if 


A; tothe Gentleman who has pretended to 
Inte A Defence of the Doctrine of the Church of En- 
nd, I conceive what I have here written in 
nlwerto Dr- Cannon, may ſerve as a full An- 
ver to all that he has written on this Subject: 
Ind as to what he has {aid about the Validity of 
5-Baptiſm, all his ſeeming Arguments on that 
cad are ſo fully Anſwer d already, in a Book 
ititled, Diſſcnters, and other Unauthorix' d Bap- 


 Rubricks 


= 


ins je remit, they are remitted unto them, and 


left Power to bis Church to Abſolve all Sinners 


yms Nuil and Void FR by the Articles, Canons, and 


564 The Doftrine of Remiſſon of Sins 
a EReubricks of the Church of England, in Anfſyy 

a Pamphlet called The Judgment of the Cin 
England i» the Caſe of Lay-Baptiſm, and of Di 

ers Baptiſ, By the Author of Lay Bajtiſn 
valid, that I find no occaſion to give myſelf 
trouble abqut that Matter; for the Argum 

of this Anonymous Gentleman, tho” delia 
in other Words, are but the ſame with h 
in the Pamphlet above-mention'd, call{t 
Judgment of the Church of England, &c. I v1 
find myſelf Concern'd in any other parts di 
Pamphlet, thoſe that are, I make no Quel 
know how to defend themſelves : Forlt 
nothing in the whole Book but what n 

- eaſily be reply'd to. | 
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ADVERTISEMENT 


V Lately publiſh'd, Three Sermom 

HE IF.” On Remiſſion of Sint. 
The IId. Of The Honour of the Chi 

Priefthood. | 

The IIId. The Extent of Chriſt's Commilſi 

Baptixe. All by Tho. Brett, L. L D. And & 


by FJobn What at the Roſe in St. Pals Chi 
ard. 17123. | 1 


